IN THe UNITED STATES DiISTRICIT CUURLD FUKR LUHE
NORTHERN DISTRICT QOF OKLAHOMA
MAR 3 11972

crvin acrron JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

NO. 70-C-348

W. M. MARSHALL,
Plaintiff,
Vs,

MIDLAND SHOE COMPANY,
a Corporation,

Defendant.

e e e L S S

O RDER

On this jl day of March, 1972, there comes before
this Court the Stipulation of Parties to Dismiss Action filed
in the captioned cause on February 28, 1972. The Court, having
examined the Stipulation, approves the Stipulation as a Dismissal
by the plaintiff of the captioned cause with prejudice, and the
Court finds that the captioned cause should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
cause of action in favor of W. M. Marshall, plaintiff, and against
Midland Shoe Company, a corporation, defendant should be and is
hereby dismissed with prejudice against the rights of the plaintiff

to again file said cause.

’(Judge Allen E. Barrow
United States District Court
Northern District of Oklahoma




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
ANTHONY EARL WRONE,

)
Petitioner, ;
vs. ) NO. 71-C-284
PARK J. ANDERSON, Warden, ; l
e  EILED
Respondent. ) MAR 8 1 ‘872
ORDER JOKN H. POE, Clerk

The Court has for consideration the habeas corpus pe§ QSTrBI%T COURT
Anthony Earl Wrone, an inmate in the Oklahoma State Penitentiary.

The Court finds that pursuant to Rule 21, F.R.C.P., the Court should -
motu.proprio add as the proper party respondent Park J. Anderson,

~ Warden, Oklahoma State Penitentiary, and drop Ray H. Page as party
respondent. Further, it appears that petitioner's State remedies
have been exhausted by an appeal, denied January 29, 1969, and b§ a
writ of habeas corpus, A-16283, also denied by the Oklahoma Court of
Criminal Appeals, February 17, 1971, reported Wrone v. Page, Okl. Cr.,
481 P.2d4 479 (1971).

The facts leading up to the present petition are that after a plea'“
of guilty to lardeny of narcotic drugs, Case No. 3586, petitioner was
on January 10, 1961, found guilty by the District Ccurt of Washington
County, State of Oklahoma, and sentenced to five years imprisonment.
The senten01ng 6ourt euSpended the sentence pursuant to the Oklahoma
Statute then.lnn ffect 122 0.S.A. § 991, which readé in pertinent part:

"Whenever any person shall be convicted in any.court of record
for any crime . . ., the Judge trying said cause may, after
sentence, suspend said judghent and sentence, and allow ‘said
person so convicted to be, released upon his own recognizance,
. « " (Emphasis added)
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On the 25th day of June, 1964 the trlal Court revoked the suspen-

sion of sentence pursuant to the Oklahoma Statute then in effect, 22

0.5.A. § 992, which reads in pertlnent part-

. . . Provided, that if 1t shall be made to appear to said
Judge that said person so'released [on’ suspended sentence per
§ 991} has been guilty of .a violation .af any law . after his
said release, or is habitually assoc1at1ng with lewd or vi-
cious persons, Or is indulging in vicious habits, 'in' that
event said Court shall cause a warrant to be issued for said
person, and he shall be delivered forthwith to the place of
confinement to which originally sentenced, and shall serve
out the full term for which he had. orlglnallv been sentenced."
(Emphasis added)

The petitioner was convicted in Federal Court, and upon completion

I t [

August 17, 1970, of his federal sentence, petltloner was returned to

the State of Oklahoma where he is now serV1ng the sentence 1mposed and

il [
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suspended January 10, 1961, and suspension revoked by the proceeding
on June 25, 1964, here challenged as unconstitutional.

The revocation of the suspended sentence resulted from the Wash-
ington County Attorney's application therefor based on indictments
against the defendant on April 19 and 21, 1964, by a Federal Grand
Jury in the Western District of Oklahoma; and the allegation that
during April, 1964, Anthony Earl Wrone was observed by Federal Agents
associating with known criminals and persons using narcotics. ‘

Petitioner asserts, and respondent does not deny, that the revoca-
tion hearing was without notice to the petitioner, without his presence
at a hearing, without his having counsel or being able to face and
cross—-examine his accusers; and, that said revocation was based on an
unverified application of the Washington County Attorney setting forth
unsworn, incompetent, hearsay testimony. Petitioner contends that such
proceeding denied him his right to due process of law and his right to
counsel at a hearing where his substantial rights were affected.

The petitioner relies principally for support of his contention
on the United States Supreme Court decision in Mempa v. Rhay, 389 U. S.

128 (1967). Respondent states that petitioner must rely on that deci-

sion, and incorrectly states that the Mempa decision is not retroactive. .

See McConnell v. Rhay, 393 U. S. 2 (1968). It was held in Mempa that a -
defendant must be permitted an attorney at sentencing, regardless of
what the sentencing proceeding is labeled. Thus, the reliance by both
parties on that decision is misplaced since the matter before the Court
does not involve sentencing. The respondent has not made available to
this Court the files or transcripts of any State proceedings; but con-
tends that this Court has no jurisdiction because the revocation of
petitioner's suspended sentence upon an unverified application involves
a construction of State procedural statutes which does not rise to a
United States constituticnal question.

The Oklahoma Statutes, 22 O0,8.A, § 991 and § 992, have been re-
pealed, effective May 8, 1967, and the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Ap-
peals has held that the amended Statutes are prospective only, and
shall not apply retroactively. The new Statutes provide that the per-
son whose suspended sentence is being considered for revocation has
the right to a hearing, representation by counsel, to present evidence
in his own behalf, to confront witnesses against him, and to review on
appeal. However, under the prior statutes, here involved, and the case
law thereunder, a revocation of a suspended sentence was held to be dis-
cretionary with the trial Court, and the revocation hearing could be of
summary, ex parte character, with no counsel for defendant necessary.

The Court finds that petitioner's conviction, sentence, and sus-

pension of sentence occurred in 1961, The revocation of the suspension
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of sentence occurred in 1964. The right to counsel did not apply to

the suspended sentence revocation proceeding at that time; and, in fact,
the Courts in this year of 1972 are still split on whether an attorney
is required in such proceedings. This Court finds that the right to
counsel at such hearing is not constitutionally mandated. Shaw v.
Henderson, 430 F.2d 1116 (5th Cir. 1970); Gillespie v. Hunter, 159 F.2d4
410 (10th Cir. 1947), but see, Alverez v. Turner, 422 F.2d 214, 220-221
(10th Cir. 1970). The petitioner was sentenced prior to being placed

on suspended sentence, and the only effect of revocation was to order
commencement of the earlier designated sentence. There was no discre-
tion in the sentencing Court to increase or decrease the original sen-
tence upon the revocation of its suspension. The petitioner does not
question the sentencing or the procedures connected with it. He does
not contend that the conditions of his suspended sentence were unrea-
sonable. Petitioner does not contend that there was a case of mistaken
identity, and he indicates no factual claim that he did not violate one
or more of the statutory conditions with which he was required to comply
to avoid revocation of his suspended sentence, When a probationer is
charged with a crime while on probation, it is not a constitutional pre-
requisite to revocation of probation that he be convicted of the crime
before probation can be revoked. Amaya v. Beto, 424 F.2d 365 (5th cir.lb'
1970). There is no showing by the petitioner that the Court's revoca-
tion of his suspended sentence was discriminatory, or that his suspended
sentence was revoked for arbitrary or capricious reasons. Yates v.
United States, 308 F.2d 737 (10th Cir. 1962). Under such circumstances,
the petitioner neither c¢laiming nor showing that he has been prejudiced:;
and, in line with the reasoning and decision in Murray v. Page, 429 F.2d
1359 (10th Cir. 1970) dealing, under an Oklahoma parole revocation Stat-
ute, 57 0.S.A. § 346, with the identical issue here presented, wherein
it was held that application of the Oklahoma parole revocation procedures
as prospective only afforded petitioner, whose parole was revoked prior
to the decision setting forth such procedures, no right to federal relief:
the Court finds that the petition for writ of habeas corpus of Anthony
Earl Wrone should be denied.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that Park J. Anderson, Warden, Oklahoma
State Penitentiary, be and he is hereby added as the proper party re-
spondent, and Ray H. Page is dropped as party respondent.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the petition for writ of habeas corpus
of Anthony Earl Wrone be and it is hereby denied for failure to present
a federal constitutional gquestion, and the cauéé'of action is dismissed.

Dated this :gffg?lday of March, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

— -

o ., -

e My et (TIT

CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, }
Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO, TO-C-301
VB,
Tract No, 1208M
30,00 Acres of land, More or Less,
Situate in Nowata County, State of
Oklahoma, and Charles D, Hicks, et
al., and Unknown Owners, F: l L; E; D
Defendants. MAR 3 1 1372
JOHN H. Put, Glerk
L VDo MENTI U. S. DISTRICT COURT
1.
NOW, on this __ ' day of March, 1972, this matter comes on for

disposition on application of Plaintiff, United States of America, for entry
of judgment on a stipulation of the parties agreeimg upon just compensation,
and the Court, after having examined the files in this action and being advised
by counsel for Plaintiff, finds:

2,

This judgment epplies to the entire estate condemned in Tract No.
1208M, as such estate and tract are described in the Complaint filed in this
action.

3.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject matter of this
action,

b,

Service of Proceas has been perfected either perscnally, or by publi-
cation notice, as provided by Rule TlA of Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on
all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in subject tract.

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint herein
give the United States of America the right, power, and aut hority to condemn for
public use the property described in such Complaint. Pursusnt thereto, on
September 25, 1970, the United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking
of such described property, and title to the described estate in such property
should be vested in the United States of America as of the date of filing the

Declaration of Taking.



6.

Simultaneously with filing the Declaration of Taking, there was de-
posited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensation for the taking
of a certaln estate in subject tract, a certain sum of money, and none of this
deposit has been disbursed, as set out below in paragraph 12,

Te

On the date of taking in this action, the owners of the estate taken
in subject tract were the defendants whose names are shown below in paragraph 12,
Such named defendants are the only persons asserting any interest in the estate
taken in such tract. All other persons having either disclaimed or defaulted,
such named defendants are entitled to recdive the juat compensation awarded by
this judgment.

8,

The owners of the subject tract and the United States of America have
executed and filed herein Stipulations As To Just Compensation wherein they have
agreed that Juest compensation for the eptate condemmned in subject tract is in
the amount shown as compensation in paragraph 12 below, and such stipulation
should be approved.

9.

This Judgment will create a deficiency between the amount deposited
as estimated compensation for subject tract and the amount fixed by the Stipula-
tions As To Just Compensation, and the amount of such deficiency should be de-
poeited for the benefit of the owners, Such deficlency is set out below in
paragraph 12.

10.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the United States
of America has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public use Tract
No. 1208M, as such tract is particularly described in the Complaint filed herein;
and such tract, to the extent of the estate described in such Complaint, is con-
demned and title thereto is vested in the United States of America, as of Septem-
ber 25, 1970, and all defendants herein and all other persons interested in such
estate are forever barred from asserting any claim to such estate,

11.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that on the date of taking,

the owners of the estate condemned herein in subject tract were the defendants

whose names appear below in paragraph 12, and the right to receive the just

-Dm



compensation for the estate taken herein in this tract is vested in the parties
s0 named.
12.
Tt Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the Stipulations As
To Just Compensation, mentioned in paragraph 8 sbove, hereby are confirmed; and
the sum thereby fixed is adopted as the award of just compensation for the
estate condemned in subject tract as follows:

TRACT NO, 1208M

Owners:
0il Rights:
Charles D. Hicks
Adeline Hicks
lorraine Hicks
Gas Rights:
H. S. Long, guardian of Irvin D. Long, incompetent

Award of just compensation, pursuant
to Stipulations:

0il Rights - -~ = - - $337.50

13.
It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States of

America shall deposit in the Reglstry of this Court, in this civil action, to
the credit of the subject tract, the deflclency sum of $555.00, and the Clerk

of this Court then shal)l disburse the deposit in this case @&s follows:

To: Cherles D. Hicks - = ~ ===~ = =~ $112,50
Adeline Hicks = - = = = ===~~~ $112.50
Lorraine Hickg = - = - - = = ~ - - - $112,50
H. S, lLong, guardian of Irvin

D. Long, incompetent - = = - = - - $337.50

/s/ Allen E. Barrow
APPROVED:

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attormey

..3-.



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTAICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JAMES O. SULLIVAN,
and WAYNE M, PITLUCK,

vs.

AKIN DISTRIBUTORS,
JAMES H, HOAG,

LYLE L. JONES

)
)
)
Plaintiffs, }
)
) No. 72-C-16
)
INC. and ) :
\ FILED
) U
Defendants. ) MAR 5 Bre

JOHN H. POt, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Come now the Plaintiffs and the Defendants by their re-

spective attorneys in the above captioned matter and stipulate

to the Dismissal with prejudice to refiling of all causes of

action in this case.

DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS, DANIEL & LANGENK

//F:%;j;ble Langenkaﬁﬁ j

1200 Atlas Life Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

FARMER, WOOLSEY, FLIPPO & BAILEY
Attorneys for Defendants
602 National Bank of Tulsa Bldg.
Tulsa, Oklahoma




. IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

GLENDA ROSE GATLIN and
IRIS G. DYER, Guardian
of Gerald Gatlin, a Minor,

Plaintiffs,

vs. No. 70-C~352

THE PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE
COMPANY OF AMERICA,
a corporation,

FILED
MAR3U1BTP.T‘"'/

JORN H. POE, Clerk
ORDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT

o Mo N T Tt et et e sl Mt T e”

Defendant.

After reviewing the file and record in this cause, the
recommendations of the Magistrate are hereby approved, and,

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED THAT the Motion of the defeﬁdant
for summary judgment be and the same is hereby sustained.

The Clerk of the Court shall forward by mail a copy of
this Order to each of the attorneys for the above-named plain-

tiffs and defendant.

DATED this 2.5 (& day of 9&44&0741/ , 1972,

United States District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN

LOXE INGRAM,

-y

OSAGE OIL AND TRANSPORTATION,

DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
) No, 71=C«34%
)
) F .,
Defe: ) VAR 30 s
efendant, ) 0 A “ 19;2 /
tUHN -
48 nies POE, I
- - Diﬂ;ﬁ%,rc lerk
STIPULATION OF DISMISSA L - OURT

Comes now the parties to the above-styled case, represented by

and through their attorneys of record, and hereby stipulate to the dismissal

of the above and foregoing cause of action by the plaintiff,

WOODEON & GASAWAY

By:

Aktorneys for Dlaintiff

;g P . o ;
? 4

Carl D. Hall, Jr., Attorney for Defendant



Tulsa County, Oklahoma, is directed to distribute the funds held

IN THE UNITED STATLES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CRC CROSE INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION
No. 70-C-365 »~
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA; PARKHILL
PIPELINE, INC.; CANADIAN PARKHILL
PIPE STRINGING, LTD.; and CANADIAN

PARKHILL CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT, LTD.,

FILED
MAR 291972 12/

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U, S. DISTRICT COURT

ORDER DIRECTING DISBURSEMENT OF
FUNDS HELD IN ESCROW AND FINAL JUDGMENT

Defendants.

I
i
i
b

Plaintiff CRC Crose International and defendant, United States
|

of America, having filed their joint motion for an order directing'!

distribution of funds held in escrow and for final judgment, and

the Court having considered the pleadings on file and orders of
this Court previously made and having heard the representations

of counsel and being otherwise fully advised in the premises, now,
therefore:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED:

1. That the First National Bank & Trust Company of Tulsa,

in escrow by it pursuant to that certain agreement dated Septem-
ber 25, 1970, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A by
dividing said sum equally between the United States of America and
_CRC Crose International, Inc., both of whom are parties to said Q

agreement:

2. That the Clerk of this Court shall advise The First
National Bank & Trust Company of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, of
this Court's direction by mailing a certified copy of this Order
to The First National Bank & Trust Company of Tulsa, Oklahoma, and
that the First National Bank & Trust Company of Tulsa, Oklahoma,
shall make such distribution within a reasonable period of time in
+he manner prescribed by such agreement but not later than

fourteen (14) days from receipt of a certified copy of this Order.



3. That the plaintiff CRC Crose International, Inc. do have
and recover of the said defendant Parkhill Pipeline, Inc. the sum
of $194,069.65, which includes attorney's fees as provided in the
note and interest accrued to March 31, 1972, the total of which
said Judgment will bear interest as provided by law, and that
execution issue in its behalf therefor.

4. That the rights and claims of plaintiff, CRC Crose
International, and the defendant, United States of America, against
Parkhill Pipeline, Inc., Canadian Parkhill Pipe Stringing, Ltd.,
and Canadian Parkhill Construction Equipment, Ltd., shall be un-
affected and shall not be prejudiced by this Order and the
dismissal of this action.

5; That, except to the extent that the amount received by
CRC Crose International, Inc., from the First National Bank &
Trust Company of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, reduces their
indebtedness to CRC Crose International, Inc., the dismissal with-
out prejudice of this action of the plaintiff, CRC Crose Interna-
tional, Inc., against the defendants, Canadian Parkhill Pipe

Stringing, Ltd., and Canadian Parkhill Construction Equipment, Ltd,

shall be without prejudice and without affecting any claims said 1
plaintiff may have against said defendants, including plaintiff's ;
claims that these defendants are liable to plaintiff for the 5
indebtedness which plaintiff made the subject matter of this %
litigation. i
6. That, except to the extent that the amount received by'th%
United States of America from the First Nationél Bank & Trust |

Company of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, reduces their indebted-

ness to the United States of America, the dismissal of this action

shall be without prejudice and without affecting any claims that

the United States of America may have against the defendants,

Canadian Parkhill Pipe Stringing, Ltd., Canadian Parkhill Con-~

struction Equipment, Ltd., and Parkhill Pipeline, Inc.

& %ﬁéf < %&Lﬁ ( e i
“ ‘ = / |

UNITED STATES DIBYRICT JUDBE

|
i




APPROVED:

%/JZ éa g . /f,éw,{,t.

NATHAN G. GRAHAM

United States Attorney
Attorney for defendant,
United States of America

. P,
c.‘/ ZZK@ Ziéf l
T. BILLIS ESKRIDGE /7

Attorney for Plaintiff,
CRC Crose International, Inc.
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" EXHIBIT G

. AGREEMENT FOR SALE

-~

f_.' o ' This Agreement is entered into this S day of

'C%“”X;{:;“Lt\ » 1970, by and between the Internal Revenue

" Service of the United States of' America (hereinafter

:Qg'T"Internal Revenue Service“); Parkhill Pipeline, Inc. (for-

ke

‘;f;);wmerly Canadian Parkhill Pipe Stringing, Inc.) (hereinafter
| "Inc."); Canadian farkhil; Pipe Stringing, Ltd. (hereinaftgr
"Ltd."); Canadian Parkhill Construction Equipment, Ltd.

-+ (hereinafter "Construction"); and CRC-Crose International,

- Inc. (hereinafter "CRC")..

RECITALS .
1. Mr. George 0. Lethert; Districﬁ p%ﬁgctor of
' Internal Revenue, St. Péul; Minnesota (District Diréctor),
executes this Agfeement on behalf of the Internai Revenue
Service of the Unitedfﬁtates of America‘pursuantlto statutory
'authorizatioq of Sections 6325(b)(3).and §343 of the Internal

. Revenue Code and the‘regulations pertaining thereto.
- ’ 2. Ltd., a corporation incobporated under thg
rZ- | ‘Dominion laws of Canada, ia'the sole shareholder of

Construction and Inc.

'A. Construcﬁion is incorporated undgr the

Dominion laws ofacénada,'

e —— bt cn e =
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|
. I
. - B. Inc. is a corporation 1ncorporated»under‘- '(y

the laws of the State of New York. o -~_l_

3. CRC is incorporated under the laws of the

State of Texas.

L, On December 1, 1969, Inc. executed and deliv-.:
eredfto CRC a promissory note and Security Agreement in the
princlipal sum of $1ﬂ5,008.52, copies of which are attached
hereto and incorporated herein as Exhlbits A énd B,‘grantiné
an alleged s%cﬁrity inteﬁest in certain equipment listed
thereon. As of Septembe*lS,'lQTO,_theprincipal sum of
$145,008.52 1is présenﬁly owing’fogether'with interest of
$9,063.58 and together with the costs, charges, and expenses
specified in Exhibit B. | -

5. 'Tﬁg described equipment in. the Security
Agreement (Exhibit B) 1s the subject matter of tgis %greement

. f
i !

for Sale and is located at Broken Arrow, Tulsa County, |
48 ) !

Oklahoma, and consists of one full automatic double Jjolnter

. ‘E : '
complete with three stage capping statlons,:Serial No. 73012.

t

CRC filed a Financing Statement on Janﬁary 5;*@970, a copy of

which is attached hereto as Exhibit C, with the Office of Aggxf '

the Recorder of Deeds for'Bureau-Couﬁty, Iliinois. On
January 7, 1970, CRC filed a Finanéing'Statement, a copy
e o



"copy of the Financing Statement attached hereto as Exhibit

of whfch is attached hereto as Exhibit D, with the Clerk .

of Tulsa County, Oklahoma. On May 4, 1970, CRC filed a

.E and a cOpy'of the Security Agreement shown as Exhiblt B '_’ IS

with the Clerk of Oklahoma County, Oklahoma Clty, Oklahoma.

A copy of the receipt evidencing that filing 1s attached

hereto on Exhibit E. On May 5, 1970, CRC filed a Security
. ! p
Agreement attached hereto as Exhibit B with the Secretary X§XK
| P

’

of State of the State of Illinois, Springfield, Illinois,

and a copy of the receipt evidencing that filing is

L

- Federal Insurance Contribution Act taxes for the Third and &

attached hereto as Exhibit F.

P

%

6. On February 6, 1970, the Internal Revenue

Service made an assessment againét Inc. for withholding and

Fourth Quarters of 1969 in the sum of $792,}25.06. A notice .

. of lien relatlve to such taxes was filed with the Secretary

of State for the State of New York on February 9, 1970, a
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit G. Like notices
were filed with the Recorders of Deeds of Bureau County,

: ) TS

Illinois; Hennepin County, Minnesota; and RamSﬁéﬁQounty, : -

Minnesota, on February 16, 1970. thices'or lien were also



21, 1970, covering certain personal propefty seized by the

filed with the Reglister of Deeds in Tulsa County, Oklahoma,,
on April 21, 1970, and with the Recorder of Deeds in
Washington, D.C. on May 12, 1970. A Notice of Seizure, a

copy of which is ettached as Exhibit H, was issued on April

Internal Revenue Service at Tulsa, bklahoma. The Internal

Revenue Service 1s presently investigating'prior tax returns-:
of Inc. concerning payment of 1967, 1968, and 1969 Federal f
income taxes and additiens ﬁhereto, and 1969 Federal with-‘ | S
holding taxes under Chapter 3 of Subtitle P of the I?ternﬁl
Revenue Code of 1954, The principal.amoun£ of taxer-ass%ssed
by the Internal Revenue Service as of April 20 1970 is with
respect to the aforesald withholding and Federal Insurance S
antribution‘Act taxes,ﬂincluding_penalt%es-and 1ntereet, in
the amount of $793,416.73. |

7. The note and Security Agreement from Inc. to CRC.
is presently in deféﬁlt and pursuant to 1lts rights, 1if

. .

any, under sald Note -and Security Agreement, CRC may seek
to foreclose and sell the equipment cdvered by its Security
Agreement as a Secured Creditof. CRC has made a demand upoe
the Internal Revenue Service and Inc. for release of the

equipment described in the Security Agreement of Inc, but

the Internal Revenue Service has refused to release the



[ L

—
r \.
-~

equipment contending that the equipment was subject to lien.

for payment of the taxes of Inc. Construction, Ltd., and Inc..
. X B

desire to liquidate the fully automatic qOublé jointer com-

plete with three stage capping stations, Serial No, 73012,

_and to recover in cash such right, title, and interest as
. _each corporatién may respectively'be determined to have in

the equipment covéned by the Security Agreement. The Internal .,

I

Revenue Servicé desires to sell the'property_i§§ted in the

‘notices. of seizure in order to satisfy its tax liens, if any.

8. The parties hereto are in substantial dispute

over the ownership of the property involved as between the
= S

parties hereto and the respectlve prior}ties to be accorded

the mortgage lien, if any, of CRC and the tax liens, if any,

of the Internal Revenue Service on the said double jointer.

9. The First National Bank and Trust Company of

Tulsa, Tulsa, Oklahoma, is a suitable escrqwee.~!
4 .
10. A prompt sale of the full automatic double

jointer described in paragraph 5 above (and Exhibit B hereto)

1
at’ the earliest practical date to a buyer and at a price

acceptable to the parties to this Agreement 1is in the best’ o

interests of all part;es'and will maximize the monetary

-

‘return.from the sale.



_ sufficiency of which is hereby acknpwledged, the parties agree

" apply for permission to sell ﬁhe equipment referred to in

with the proceeds subject to thic Agreement. .

11. The District Director and CRC are willing to. 't -
forebear and withhold all collection measures employed to , ,;

‘enforce collection of debts agalnst the aforementloned ) ; '1t‘{

L}

' double jointer which has been selzed.

12, Inc., Ltd., Construction,‘énd CRC  hereby

v
e e A ————— .

'paragraph 5 free hnd clear of all Internal Revenue liens,

AGREEMENT o NN
In consideration of the mutual covenants cbntained

herein and for other good and valuable consideration, the

as follows:

l. The purpose of this Agreement is torestablish

~a plan for the sale of the full automatic double jointer
(complete with 3-stage capping statlons, Serial No, 73012),
"located at Broken Arrow, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, which has

" been seized by the Internal Revenue Service, and the proceeds

from the sale of this equipment are to be held in escrow as
a fund subject to the liens and claims of the Internal Revenue

Service and CRC in the same manner and with the same priority



as such liens and «in'tma had wit} manect ﬁo the item of .
property s0ld. | | |
. 2. .The property shall be sold to McVean & Béribw,

- Inc., Box 151, Odessa, Texas 79760 (hereafter referred to )
- as ?Purchaser“) Purchaser shall acquire the property by
'delivering‘to The First National Bank and Trust Compaqy of  "
Tulsa, Tulsa, Oklahoma, a certified check in the amount ofl
One Hundred Fifty ?housand PDollars ($150,000). This sale_
.shall be consummated pursuant to the terms and conditions |
of this Agreement and all of the rights of the parties are
to be governed by the terms of this Agreemént.

3., The sale shall in go'way'prejudice the exis-
tence, relative priorities, or ﬁerféction of ény liens upon,
or claims against, the'équiﬁment to be Spld and all liené, |

o
claims and rights to payment related thereto, inbluding but ;
not limited.to the Security Agreement and lien of CRC, ard |

e
‘the tax liens of the Internal Revenue Service, shall continue
L . . N |

-

:.in the proceeds of the item of equipment sold without waiver
of or prejudice to any claim, demand right, -or defense by
any of the respectlve parties in the same manner and[with the
same priority as such liens, claims,'and‘rights havéﬁwith

respect to the 1t¢m'ofléquipment'sold;_ All;prov;sibns of

YT



. L e e

- gt

Canadlan or American law, as applicable, concerning the sale

fand substitutibn of proceeds less administration expenses

for original collateral, whether pufsuant to agreement or

otherwise, shall be deemed to have been complied with and

1

'the procedures followed herein are commercially reasonable.

Administration expenses are to include the cost of sale of

the equipment including escrow fees.

4, Nothing in this Agreemént is to.be construed
as a prohibition against the Internal Revenue éervice making-'
additional tax assessments énd acquiring further liens dnder'i
Section 6321 of the Internal Revenue Coée of 1954 on the net -
proceeds of the sale herein. 'ff"' | o

5. The purchaser of the item of equipment will at
the time of sale deliver a certified chcck in the amount of

One Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000) to The First

National Bank and Trust Compahy of Tulsa, Tulsa, Oklahoma,

r

‘which amount will be held in trust subject to the'determination

of the rights and priorities of the respective parties to %
f
the proceeds by an appropriate action in a United States

District Court (and any appeal fro@ the judgment of said Court)

or by written agreement of the parties. Sald escrowee shall .

_hold the proceeds subject.to the liens and/or claims, if any,

: —8"" — -.'l:.l- | R ) ) . -- ‘

. »



‘- of each party hereto 1in the same manner and with the same -I_.f. ,

priority as such liens and claims had with respect toftheff.

item of equipment sold. N
At

6. The statute of 1imitations on collection of

‘the tax liability of Inc. involved herein shall be suspended =

[}

during the duration of this Agreement and for one year there-

- after. inc.'s responsible officers will execute waivers of

- and issue a certificate of discharge with respect tc -the = -

- property sold pursuant to this Agreemeﬁt.

"the District Director of Internal Revenue, St. Paul,

‘the statute of limitations on collection of said ‘taxes upon

e et 8

the request of the District Director.

7. The District Director will release-from 1ev§

8. This Agreement and all of its terms and con<- e

ditions shall inure to the benefit of, and be binding upon,ﬂ._'

] LRt

Minnesota, and his successor or Successors in office, and
upon Inc., Ltd., Construction, and CRC or thelr successors

and assigns. No modification‘of this Agreement shall have

"~ Date

any force or effect unlees the same is in writing and signed

by the parties herein. -

GEORGE O. LETHERT - '
DISTRICT DIRECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE
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.C

OSAGE OIL AND TRANSPOR
INC.,

0 N A SN NI
1
Py,
3
: N 7.
i
TION, }
)
)
Defendant. )

DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

Comes now the above plaintiff and dismisses the atov.:

foregoing cause of actior. without prejudice,

WOODSON rGASAW/A -
"f /<::/:_n
e L

Att01 ncys for Plu

-39

Latise

Lois Ingram, Piairuifi

-nd



CGURT FOR THE

AHOMA

JAMES L. BARTON,
PLAINTIFF,

VS.

|EE S. BARTON. INDIVIDUALLY

AND AS TRUSTEE FOR THE

EsTaTE oF JANE BARTON, DECEASED,
ET AL. .

N M N N s M e S S S S
=y
1

DEFENDANTS.

ORDER SUSTAINING MOTION TO DISMISS FOR FAILURE
TO COMPLY WITH ORDERS OF THE-COURT

THE COURT HAS FOR CONSIDERATION THE MoTION TO DIsSMISS
FoR FAILURE T0 CompPLY WITH ORDERS OF THE COURT, AND HAVING
CAREFULLY EXAMINED THE ENTIRE FILE, FINDS:

THAT oN DecemBer 8, 1971, PLAINTIFF WAS ORDERED TO
INITIATE CERTAIN PRETRIAL ACTIVITIES AND CONFERENCES ON OR
BEFORE JANUARY 172, 1972 AND PRESENT SAID PRETRIAL ORDER TO
THE COURT NO LATER THAN January 19. 1972, On OR ABOUT JANUARY
20. 1972 PLAINTIFF'S COUNSEL REQUESTED AN ADDITIONAL THIRTY
DAYS EXTENSION FOR FILING SAID PRETRIAL ORDER, INDICATING SAID
COUNSEL HAD ADVISED PLATNTIFF OF THEIR WITHDRAWAL AS ATTORNEYS
OF RECORD FOR PLAINTIFF, ON FeBrUARY 24, 1972. THE CourT
GRANTED PLAINTIFF 10 DAYS FROM SAID DATE TO FILE PRETRIAL ORDER.

The COURT FINDS THAT PLAINTIFF HAS FAILED TO COMPLY WITH
THE ORDER OF THIS COURT, AND, THAT PURSUANT To Ruik 41(B) THE

PLAINTIFF'S CAUSE OF ACTION AND COMPLAINT SHOULD BE DISMISSED.



IT IS, THEREFORE. ORDFRED 7THAT DEFENDANTS' MGTION TO
Drsmiss For FAILURE To CoMpLY WITH ORDERS OF THE COURT BE AND
THE SAME IS HEREBY SUSTAINED,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT PURSUANT To RuLE 41(B) THIS
CAUSE OF ACTION AND COMPLAINT BE AND THE SAME IS HEREBY DISMISSED.

ENTERED This _2.87 DAY OF T 7% .” ., 1972,

[— o e
o

’ - B +
4 Ny T / s
(NI P

s R LT G

147

» . P R A _/
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

GLADYS B. WATTS,

Plaintiff,
vVS. < 71-C-330
SAFEWAY STORES, INCORPORATED,

a foreign corporation, and
D. L. BUSEY,

i T A S R R e -

Defendants.

JOHN K. POE, Clory

U, .S
ORDER S 3. DISTRICT COURT

After reviewing the file and record in this cause, the
recommendations of the Magistrate are hereby approved, and

IT IS, THERﬁFORE, ORDERED that the motion to dismiss of
the defendant, D. L. Busey, is hereby sustained, the motion to
remand of the plaintiff is overruled and the motion to consolidate
is sustained with Case No. 71-C-331 being consolidated in the lowgr
numbered case of 71-C-330. The Court notes plaintiff's counsel

objection and excepted to the Court's Order.

£ -7 I -1
o, .\/ / /f{ d’.":.c.’._-z.{,- é'-/' ﬁf{ {A g g 2=

" UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHKMA

EVELYN HIGHT )
)
Plaintiff, ) A
) /
vs. ) No. 72-C-1°
)
CENTRAL NATIONAL INSURANCE GROUP ) F | L ED
OF OMAHA ) MAD ©)
3 MAR 2 6 197,
Defendant. )

JOHN H PUE, Clerk
. , Clerk
U, s, DISTRICT COURT

APPLICATION FOR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the plaintiff, Evelyn Hight, acknowledg-
ing full and final settlement of all her claims and causes
of action against the above named defendant, Central
National Insurance Group of Omaha, Nebraska, and hereby
respectfully moves the Court to dismiss with prejudice her
above entitled cause and action against the above named
defendant.

{n
DATED this _|7 day of March, 1972.
EVELYN HIGHT, Plaintiff

KELLY & GAMBLLL
ATTORNEYS F(R PLAINTIFF

By K/Ma o, jgd/"”bgvé/

BRUCE W. GAMBLLL

ORDER DISMISSING CAUSE WITH PREJUDICE

BE IT REMEMBERED on this ﬁzl[‘day of March, 1972,
on the foregoing Request and Motion of the plaintiff
for Dismissal with Prejudice, and for good cause shown, it
is by the Court

ORDERED that the above entitled cause and action
be dismissed against the above named defendant, with prejudice.

i :/’// Aol A e A{-‘ﬂ(a B
JUDGE

0.K.

KELLY & GAMBILL

By ﬁfw&&)%w\xﬁﬂ

BRUCE W. GAMBILL

| CHEEK & CHEEK

JOHN D, CHEEK
Attorn for Defendant

By




IN THE Ui{ITED STATES DIST

ISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF O

KLAHCMA

DANNY PONDER. ESTHER CHESHEWALLA,
AND MATTHEW COATS, INDIVIDUALLY
AND ON BEHALE OF ALL OTHER PERSONS
SIMILARLY SITUATED.

PLAINTIFFS, - /2-C-59

Ar

ROBERT R, LESTER, CoMMISSIONER OF
DeparTMENT oF PUBLIC SAFETY FOR

THE STATE oF OxLaHoma; DAVID HALL,
GOVENOR OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA;
AND LARRY DERRYBERRY, ATTorNEY
GENERAL OF THE STATE oF OKLAHOMA,

Z‘ “"'"' )f&..

whu

JGHN B, PO, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

LS N NI L N L L NS A N NP L NI S L N R e e

UEFENDANTS.

ORDER SUSTAINING DEFENDANTS’ MOTION
FOR CHANGE OF VENUE AND TRANSFERRING CAUSE
OF ACTION

THE COURT HAS FOR CONSIDERATION AN ALTERNATIVE MoTICN
FOR CHANGE OF VENUE OR DISMISSAL FILED BY THE DEFENDANTS HEREIN,
THE BRIEF IN SUPPORT THEREOF, AND PLAINTIFFS CONSENT 7O CHANGE OF
VENUE, AND, BEING FULLY ADVISED IN THE PREMISES, FINDS:

THAT THE MoTioN FOR CHANGE OF VENUE FILED BY THE DEFENDANTS
SHOULD BE SUSTAINED AND THIS CAUSE OF ACTION TRANSFERRED TO THE
UNITED StaTeEs DisTRicT CoURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED THAT DEFeENDANT'S MoTION FCR
CHANGE OF VENUE BE AND THE SAME IS HEREBY SUSTAINED.

[T IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT THIS CAUSE OF ACTION BE AND
THE SAME IS HEREBY TRANSFERRED TO THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA,



ENTERED THis X< paY of NMarcH, 1972,

v,

7 ' R
™~ D - L, e N
ST . L e e e
JUSSCIE A cee L .

e

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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Plaiarifl,
V5. o, 71-C-41C
CuCil L. TAYLOL,
FILED
Defendant. i
“MAR 23157
ORDER OF DISHISSAL JOHN H. POE, Cierk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
UN this gz;ji_ day of f?%i,r~«aw»f;g, 1972, upon Lhe written
applicaclon of the parties for a Dilsmissal Vith Prejudice of Che Cow
plaint anu all causes of action, the Court lLaving appliica-
tion, Iinds that saic parties have eatered into a compromise setilencnt
covering «ll cleims involved in the Complaint and lave Tequosted the
Court to uisuiss said Complaint with prejudice to any future action,
and tac Court being fully advised in the prenises, [inds that salc
Coupluint should Le diswmissed pursuant to said application.
IT 15 TIERLFORG OReOW.0, ACJULCLD AXD DICREED by the Court chat
the Conplaint anc all ; ;§‘3 of action of the plaintiff filed Lexeinx
T an
againse the defendant Lo vaw fhe sane Lherceby are dismissed witu drejucicc

""['Ul]
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

_ EiLED
WILLIAM B, PAYNE, Guardian of ) .
the Person and Estate of JOHN ) MAR 2 0 1972
STEPHEN FREEMAN
‘ ) JOHN H. POE, Clerk
Plaintiff, ) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
)
VS, ) No, 71-C=-285*
)
GREEN GIANT COMPANY, a )
foreign corporation, )
)
Defendant, )
MOTION TO DISMISS s

COMES now the plaintiff and moves this Court to grant the dis-
missal of this action without prejudice for the reason that the differences and
the controversies existing between the parties have been settled to the satis-

faction of both parties and both plaintiff and defendant agree and stipulate that

this dismisgsal without prejudice may be filed for disposition of the action.

_—

ttorney for

| L E D

AR 4 < 1972 [D/V"'/

JOHN 1. POE, Clerk’
U. §. DISTRICT COURT ORDER

For good cause shown and by reason of stipulation and agreement
between counsel for plaintiff and defendant, it is hereby ordered that this case
be dismissed without prejudice and the cost taxed to plaintiff herein.

Cornn, & e

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




1 IN THLE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TIUE
P NORTHERN DISTRICT O OKLAHOMA

SQWILLIAM F. PITZER and MYRTLE
HM. PITZER, husband and wife,

)
)
4. )
M Plaintiffs, )
5 )
Vs, ) No. Cc-70-396
6 )
|ROBERT W. PHILLIPS and DELORES ) .
7le. pHILLIPS, husband and wife, ) o]
let al, }
8 )
Defendants. ) o
9 s
10 ORDER APPROVING UNITED STATES MARSHALL'S SALE @
11 NOW, on this 22nd day of March, 1972, the Plaintiffs, |
120william F. Pitzer and Myrtle M. Pitzer, husband and wife, by their |

L
lS!attorney, Lawrence A. Johnson, have moved this Court to confirm é
l4ithe sale of real estate made by the United States Marshall of the
15|lNorthern District of the State of Oklahoma on the 24th day of Jan-—|
16liuary, 1972, to the said William F. Pitzer and Myrtle M; Pitzer,
17 ihusband and wife, being residents of the City of San Diego, Cali-

18||fornia, under Writ of Execution and Order of Sale after apprais-

19!ment issued out of the United States District Court Clerk's office|

{
20!l for the Northern District of Oklahoma, dated the 26th day of Nov-

2llember, 1971, of the following described property:

|
|
221 The Southerly 50 feet of the West |
} 115 feet, and the Soutberly 60 feet ?
23| of the Easterly 25 feet of Lot 7, !
“ Block 88, in the original Town, now 1
24ﬂ City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, State
I of Cklahoma, according to the offi-
25” cial recorded plat thereof.
il
26 | The Defendants, Robert W. Phillips and Delores G. Phil- |

27£lips, husband and wife, were not present in Court, but appeared
2Sﬁby their attorney, Robert F. Biolchini. The Defendant, First City:
29£Bank of Springfield, Missouri, appeared by and through its attor-
30;ney, Jim Jessup. The Court after having examined all o©of the pro-
31;ceedings herein, finds that it has the power at equity either to

F-M,,m,W(,QL&:\,,SZ-ref:‘m—:e the confirm the sale or to confirm the sale upon egquitable
FLIPPCG & BAILEY

INCGRIGRATLED H :
ATTOHNEYS AT LAW i
GO2 NATIGMAL BANK
GF TULGBA BUILDING )
TULSGA, OKLA, 74103 i i
(918) 505-1131 : l



grounds. The Court has noted that the said Defendants have stipu-
olllated that all aspects of the sale were valid and further finds no;

silevidence of fraud, or irregularity or gross inadeqguacies as to

3

4| the evaluation of the hotel and further finds that the amount bid i

5iby the Plaintiffs was not so grossly inadequate as to shock the
gllconscience of the Court. The Court finds that there 1s total ab-
7 lscence of fraud, no showing of fraud in these proceedings and no
gllshowing of inadequate consideration or evaluation of the property.
gliThe Court finds that the parties knew of previous appraisals of

jollthis property by the Urban Renewal Authority c¢losely comparable

11/lto the appraisal by the Court appointed appraisers. The Court

|
|
|

12|lfurther finds that the First City Bank of Springfield, Missouril

13iwas at all times fully protected by law in that they could have i
|

14!bid at the United States Marshall's sale an amount in excess of
i

15| that bid by the Plaintiffs. The Court finds, therefore, that the

|
|
|
i
1
1
I
I

16/isale conducted by the United States Marshall of the Northern Dis-

17/trict of Oklahoma on the 24th day of January, 1972, was in all re—!

18ispects valid and regular, and finds that the objections to con- |

!
|

19ifirmation of the United States Marshall's sale should be overruled@
| :

]
20]And, the Court having carefully examined the proceedings of the
i
21|said Marshall under the Writ of Execution and Order of Sale and !
\ E

1 : :
22|being satisfied that the same has been performed in all respects |
| o

23iin conformity to law, that due and legal notice of sale was given

24by publication as provided for by law in the Tulsa Tribune, a news-
I
zsrmper printed in Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma as shown by proot

i
26 jof said publication on file; and, IT IS5 ORDERED AND ADJUDGED BY

zf@HE COURT, that said sale and the proceedings be, and the same

I
ZBFre hereby approved and confirmed and it is further ordered that

29harry Connolly, United States Marshall of said District make and exF
] L
i

Sokcute to the said purchaser at said sale, William F. Pitzer and

31l Myrtle M. Pitzer, husband and wife, a good and sufficient deed for
E |
1 J
FARMER, WOOLSEY, 32 i 2 .
FLiersro & BAILEY ;
INCOHPGRATED i
ATTGRMHLYS AT LAW H
COR NATIOHAL BAMK
GF TULBA BUILDING ]
TULBA, OKLA,. 74103 E
{(e18) BBL.1181 i



FARMER, Y/OOLSEY,
FLirPQ & DALEY
INCGPRPORATED
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
EGZ HATIONAL BANK
OF TULSA BDUILLDING
TULBA, OKLA, 741G
(918) DEs-1101

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17|

22

23

24

25

27

28|

29

32

|

|

ithe premises so sold.
I

It is further ordered and adjudged by the Court that the,

:

!

objections filed by the Defendants, Robert W. Phillips and Declores|

G. Phillips, husband and wife, First City Bank of Springfield,
Missouri, should be and same are hereby overruled

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the said William F. Pitzer
and Myrtle M. Pﬁgzer, husband and wife, the purchasers of said
premises, lands.and tenements at said sale, as aforesaid, by imme-
diately let into.possession of said premises, and each and every
part thereof; and the Clerk of this Court is ordered to issue a
Writ of Assistance to the United States Marshall of this District,!

directing him to place the said William F. Pitzer and Mvrtle M.

Pitzer, husband and wife, purchasers of the sald premises, in full

b
'

possession thereof; and the said Defendants, and every other person
!
'who has come into possession of said premises, or any part thereofJ

under said Defendants, since the commencement of this action, shal%
upon presentation of such writ of assistance, immediately deliver

Possession thereof to the said purchasers, and the refusal of the

Defendants or of anyone in possession of said premises or any part:

ithereof under Defendants, as aforesaid, to deliver immedlate posse-
i

2]-Hssion of the said premises to the said purchasers, shall consti-
i
|
tute contempt of this Court.
i |
| B |
l k"”{:'j" o k:'—i_:_._»’-/ B - S st
! JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT
I COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
} OKLAHOMA
LAJ:pjw
3~22-72
|
i
|
|
|
| i
! ;
| |



FARMER, WOOLSEY,
FLIPFO B BAILEY
INCORPURATED
ATTGRMEYS AT LAW
GO NATIONAL BANK
OF TULSA DUILDING
TULSA, GFALA. 74163
(918) BEB-1181

7|

10
11l
12
13

T

14;
155
16!
17

18

19;

20|
21|

22

23,

CERTIFXCATE OF SERVICE

I, Lawrence A. Johnson, do hereby certify that I mailed

ra true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument to the follow-

b

ing persons by depositing same in the U. S. Mails, Tulsa, Oklahomaé

this 22nd day of March,

Mrr. Ollie Gresham

905 Mayo Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Mr, L. K. Smith
World Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Judge Allen E. Barrow
Tulsa Federal Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Mr. W. J. Chronos
Mayo Building
Tulsa, Cklahoma 74103

1972.

Mr. James R. Winnie
501 Mercantile Building
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73100

Mr. Robert P. Santee
Asst. U. S. Attorney
Tulsa Federal Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Mr. Robert F. Biclchini
1200 Atlas Life Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

| fwﬂ,wtf |

Lawrence Johnson




IN TUE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TIHE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

L MISSOURI-KANSAS~TEXAS RAILROAD )

" COMPANY, a corporation, )
Plaint"

' vs

)

)

| )

" JAMES L. BAKER d/b/a LUMBER PRODUCTS )

. COMPANY, and O. L. CURD, JR. d/b/a )
- CURD LUMBER COMPANY, i

' )

)

Defendants.

¢ 1. PUE
JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT  |J, § DBTRVé:COJ;"
] ¥ !Ti"

i Now, on this iﬂil day of 5(2@7dﬁﬂzi,’ ' , 1972, this
‘matter comes on for hearing before the undersigned United States ;
‘District Judge, with the plaintiff being represented by 1lts attor-
“ney, A. Camp Bonds, Jr., of Bonds, Matthews and Bonds, and the de- !
fendant, James L. Baker d/b/a Lumber Products Company, represented
by his attorney, Robert F. Biolchini, of Doerner, Stuart, Saunders,
Daniel and Langenkamp, and the defendant, ©. L. Curd, Jr. d/b/a .
‘curd Lumber Company, represented by his attorney, William C. Ander—
‘ son, of Doerner, Stuart, Saunders, Daniel and Langenkamp, and the
‘court being fully advised in the premises finds as follows:

That the defendant O. L. Curd, Jr. d/b/a Curd Lumber Company
.is now deceased and the cause of action against him has not been

revived and for that reason the cause of action against said de-

fendant, 0. L. Curd, Jr. d/b/a Curd Lumber Company should be d&dis-
' missed.

That the defendant, James L. Baker d/b/a Lumber Products Com-.
pany, 1is indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $1,005.53 as set
forth in plaintiff's petition, and that such debt is just, due and-
owing together with interest thereon at the rate of six per cent
(63) per annum from October 8, 1969, until the date of this judg-
ment and interest at the rate of ten per cent (10%) per annum from:
' date of judgment until paid, and costs of this action. :

) IT IS, THEREFORE, BY TIE COURT GRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED

" that the cause of action against 0. L. Curd, Jr. d/b/a Curd Lumber
. Company be, and the same is hereby, dismissed for the reason that f
the said defendant is now deceased and the cause of action against
'said defendant, O. L. Curd, Jr. &/b/a Curd Lumber Company has not
'been revived.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY TilZ COURT that
‘the plaintiff be, and hereby is, awarded judgment against the de-

' fendant, James L. Baker d/b/a Lumber Products Company, in the sum
iof $1,005.53 plus interest therecn at the rate of six per cent
“per annum from October 8, 1969, until the date of this Jjudgment
.and interest at the rate of ten per cent per annum from the date
of this judgment until paid and all costs of this action, accrued
©and accruing.

- | L ?
_zﬁ%ﬁhf@U”" C;x;;ﬂnﬁ &;;,(. et Y ;
: R ///7 O 7 UNITLED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE ‘
}xgygklu”f et )/
PAPPROVED AS. TO FORM. -
DONDS, MATTHEWS - A NS //_ JEEN ;
& BONBS o e T ',.r/./l/ SN !
ATTORNEYD Al S et T e e JR— :
COUNSELLORS AT Law ‘ I&‘i"i‘f)!ﬁddi_'lY FOR "DoFENDANT, JAMES L. BAKER d/b/a LUMBLR DRODUCTS COMPANY
Ad4 COUNT STrET . b K L i ) :
F.O. BOX ihue : i e S : ya O :
o ROOLE, GRUA MGG AN SN ({ /14;1L‘ U

ﬁArToRNuY FOR O. L. CURD, JR. d/b/a CURD LUMBLER COMPANY, DEPENDANT



TRICT COURT FOR THE

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTR
ICT OF OKLAHOMA

NORTHERN DISTR

M. SUMNERS. p/B/A
THE M, Sumners CoMPANY,
AN INDIVIDUAL,

69-C-202“//
PLAINTIFF.
VS,

CONTINENTAL COPPER & STEEL
INDUSTRIES, INC., |

DEFENDANT-

M N A N N N N A S N A
i
¥

ORDER TRANSFERRING CAUSE OF ACTION

THE COURT HAS FOR CONSIDERATION THE MOTION TO TRANSFER
FILED BY THE DEFENDANT. CONTINENTAL CoPPER & STEEL INDUSTRIES,
INC., THE BRIEFS AND AFFIDAVITS IN SUPPORT AND OPPOSITION THERE-
TO. THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE, AND,
BEING FULLY ADVISED IN THE PREMISES, FINDS:

1, THAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES Macis-
TRATE NOT BE ADOPTED OR AFFIRMED,

2. THE COURT HAS CAREFULLY EXAMINED THE AFFIDAVITS FILED
BY THE PARTIES AND FINDS THAT PURSUANT To TiTLE 28 U.S.C.A.,
SecTioN 1404. AND FOR THE CONVENIENCE OF PARTIES AND WITNESSES,
IN THE INTEREST OF JUSTICE, THIS CAUSE OF ACTION SHOULD BE
TRANSFERRED TO THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN
DistricT oF NEw YORK.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT THIS CAUSE OF ACTION BE

AND THE SAME IS HFREBY TRANSFERRED TO THE UNITED STATES DiSTRICT



NEW YORK .
COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF BXXXHENX.

ENTERED THis <2 pay of _27m00di , 1972.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NCRTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

United States of America,
Plaintiff,

va. CIVIL ACTION NO. TJ-C-282
13.00 Acres of Land, More or Less,
Situate in Nowata County, State of
Oklahona, and 0. R. Cobb, et al.,
and Unknown Owners,

Tract No. S52M

Defendants.

JUDGMENT A

1.

NOW, on this QR day of ZYR2f , 1972, this matter comes on for
disposition on application of plaintiff, United States of America, for entry
of judgment on a stipulation agreeing upon just compensation, and the Court,
after having examined the files in this action and being advised by counsel for
plaintiff, finds:

2.

This judgment applies only to the estate condemned in Tract No. 952M,

ag such estate and tract are described in the Complaint filed in this action.
3.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject matter of this
action.

b,

Service of process has been perfected either personally, or by publi-
cation notice, as provided by Rule T1lA of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure
on all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in subject tract.

5e

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint herein
give the United States of America the right, power, and authority to condemn
for public use the estate described above in parsgraph 2. Pursuant thereto,

on September 15, 1970, the United States of America filed its Declaration of



Taking of such described property, and title to the described estate in such
property should be vested in the United States of America as of the date of
filing the Declaration of Taking.

6.

Simultaneously with filing the Declaration of Taking, there was
deposited in the Registry of the Court as estimated compensation for the
taking of & certain estate in subject tract a certain sum of money and none
of this deposit has been disbursed, as set out below in paragraph 12.

7.

On the date of taking in this action, the owner of the estate
taken in subject tract was the defendant whose name is shown below in para-
graph 12, Such named defendant is the only person asserting any interest in
the estate taken in such tract. All other persons having either disclaimed
or defaulted, such nemed defendant is entitled to receive the just compensation
awarded by this Judgment.

8.

The owner of the subject property and the United States of America
have executed and filed nerein a stipulation as to just compensation whereln
they have agreed that just compensation for the estate condemned in subject
tract is in the amount shown as compensation in paragraph 12 below, and such
stipulation should be approved.

9.

This judgment will create & deficiency between the amount deposited
as estimated compensation for subject property and the amount fixed by the
stipulation as to just compensation; and the amount of such deficiency should
be deposited for the benefit of the owner., Such deficlency is set out below
in paragraph 12.

10.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the United
States of America has the right, power, and authority to condemn for publie
yse the tract named in paragraph 2 herein, as such tract is particularly
described in the Complaint filed herein; and such tract, to the extent of the

estate described in such Complaint, is condemned, and title to such described

2.



estate is vested in the United States of America as of September 15, 1970, and
all defendants herein and all other perscons interested in such estate are
forever barred from asserting anj claim to such property.

11,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that on the date of
taking, the owner of the estate condemned herein in subject tract was the
defendant whose name appears below in paragraph 12 and the right to receive
the Just compensation for the estate taken herein in this tract is vested in
the party so named.

la.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the stipulation as
to just compensation, described in parsgraph 8 above, hereby is confirmed; and
the sum therein fixed is adopted as the award of just compensation for the
estate condemned in subject tract as follows:

TRACT NO. 952M

Owner: Weston C, Wells, @guardian of 0. R. Cobb

Award of just compensation
pursuant to stipulation . . . . . . . .$L00.00 . . . . . . . $100.00

Deposited as estimated compensation . . , . 50,00

Disbursed to owner . . &« ¢« ¢« v &+ & ¢ ¢ ¢ 2 6 = €« + + b e o 0 o = none
Balance due to owner $100.00
Deposit defieciency + + +» « + ¢ + « + + . $ 505,00

13.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the United States
of America shall depeosit in the Registry of this Court, in this Civil Action,
to the credit of subject tract, the deficiency sua of $57.00, and the Clerk
of this Court then shall disburse from the deposit for subject tract, to

Weston C. Wells, Guardian of 0. R. Cobb, the sum of $100.00.

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATHES DISTHICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant U. 8. Attoruney



FILED

MAR 2 11972

JOHN H. Puc, uierk
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ;' o DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff,

20.00 Acres of Land, More or Less,
Situate in Nowate County, State of
Oklahoma, and Adeline Hicks, et al.,
and Unknown Owners,

Vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. T1-C-19
5 Tract No. 1207M
)
)
)

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

1.

On October 13, 1971, this cause came on for pretrial conference before
the Honorable Allen E. Barrow, Judge of the United States District Court for
the Northern District of Nklahoma. The Plaintiff, United States of America,
appeared by Hubert A. Marlow, Assistant United States Attorney for the Northern
District of Oklahoma. The Defendants, Charles D. Hicks, Adeline Hicks and
Lorraine Hicks, appeared by their attorney, William E. Maddux. No other de-
fendants appeared either in person or by attorney. After being advised by
counsel and having examined the files in the case, the Court finds:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the subject matter of
this action. This judgment applies only to the estate condemned in Tract
No. 1207M, as such tract and estate are described in the Complaint filed in
this action.

3.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by publica-

tion notice as provided by Rule TlA of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure on

all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in the subject tract.



L,

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint filed
herein give the United States of America the right, power, and authority to
condemn for public use the subject tract. Pursuant thereto, on January 1, 1971,
the United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of a certain estate
in such described tract, and title to such property should be vested in the
United States of America, as of the date of filing such instrument.

54

Simultaneously with filing herein the Declaration of Taking, there
was deposited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensation for the
taking of the subject property, a certain sum of money, none of which has been
disbursed, as shown below in paragraph 10.

6.

At the pretrial conference the Defendants who were present offered
evidence to the effect that just compensation for the estate taken in the
subject tracts should be in the total amount of $450.00. The Plaintiff declined
to offer any evidence to the contrary and agreed that such sum would be just
compensation for the property taken. Therefore, the sum of $450.00 should be
adopted by the Court as just compensation in this case, and should be allocated
one half for the oil rights and one half for the gas rights.

Te

The Defendants named below in parasgraph 10 as owners are the only
defendants asserting any interest in the estate condemned in the subject tract.
All other defendants having either disclaimed or defaulted, the named defendants
were the owners of such estate, as of the date of taking, and as such, are
entitled to receive the just compensation awarded by this judgment.

8.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the amount deposited
as estimated compensation and the amount fixed herein as the award of just
compensation for the taking of subject property, and a sum of money sufficient
to cover such deficiency should be deposited by the Government. Such deficiency

is sel out below in paragraph 10,



9.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the United States
of America has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public use the
tract described in paragraph 2 herein, and such tract, to the extent of the
estate described in the Complaint filed herein, is condemned and title thereto
is vested in the United States of America as of the date of filing the Decla-
ration of Taking, and all defendants herein and all other persons interested
in such estate are forever barred from asserting any claim to such property.

10.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that on the date of taking,
the owners of the estate condemned in the subject tract were the defendants
vhose names appear in the schedule below; the right to receive just compensation
for the estate taken in such tract is vested in the parties so named; the sum
of $450.00 hereby is adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate
taken in subject tract and is allocated among the various interests, all as
follows, to-wit:

Tract No. 1207M

OWNERS:

1. 0il rights only:
Charles D. Hicks . . ., . .1/3
Adeline Hicks . . . . . . 1/3
Lorraine Hicks . . . . . .1/3

2. Gas rights only:
Heirs of the estate of Felix E. Long, deceased, who are:
Viola Long
Wanda Long
Pat Casey
Earline Chapman

Maxine Adams

Award of just compensation

pursuant to Court's findings . . . . . .$450.00 . . . . . $450.00
Deposited as estimated compensation . . . . 240,00
Disbursed to OWHErS . . . & & + 4 o ¢ « s+ o s 4 s + v « = » , NONDE
Ba]-ance due to owners L] - - - * . - L ] L] L] L] . . L] L] a - L] L] L] $ i 50 - 00
Deposit deficiency . . « « + + v « + 4 4 . W 0.00



When such deposit has been made, the Clerk of this Court shall dis-
burse the deposit for the subject tract as follows;
Charles D. Hicks « « + « o « o« o +$75.00
Adeline HIcKS . + o ¢« o « ¢« + « « T5.00
Lorraine Hicks « « & « o + ¢ » « « T5.00
Viola ILong, Wanda Long, Pat Casey,

Earline Chapman and Maxine Adams,
Jointly, the sumof + . . «» « « « 225.00

~

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

bt 4. 7 arndowr—

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney




- IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DENNIS LOANE,
Petitiocner,

vS. NO. 71-c=-315

PARK J. ANDERSON, Warden,
Oklahoma State Penitentiary,
McAlester, Oklahoma,

L . o i N N e

Respondent.

DENNIS LOANE,

o N Tl
Petitioner, T

4. R I.’»,"“”.
vs. NO . “72-C=23- U]

PARK J. ANDERSON, Warden,
Oklahoma State Penitentiary,
McAlester, Oklahoma,

Nt N M Mt e e e

Respondent.
ORDER

The Court has before it a pro se petition for writ of habeas corpus
filed in forma pauperis by Dennis Loane, the respénse, and the complete
files and transcripts of the State proceedings covering the three con-
victions under which petitioner is imprisconed in the Oklahoma State Pen-
itentiary. In this 71-C-315, petitioner challenges as unconstitutional
his conviction in the Oklahoma Tulsa County District Court, Case No.
CRF-70-284, upon a plea of guilty tc an unlawful sale of narcotics.

Also, under consideration is petitioner's habeas corpus petition,
nunbered 72-C-23, in which he challenges as unconstitutional his convic-
tion by jury in the Oklahoma Tulsa County District Court, Case No. CRF-
70-283, wherein he was charged with an unlawful sale of narcotics.

Petitioner has requested that these causes be consolidated; and,
the Court finds that consolidation is proper and that the Clerk of the
Court should take the necessary steps to consolidate them under the first
filed cause numbered 71-C~315. The Court further finds that further re-
sponse and files are unnecessary; and, that petitioner has exhausted his
State remedies as required in compliance with 28 U.5.C. § 2254 (b).

Petitioner alleges that his constitutional rights to due process
and egual protection of the law, and not to be placed in double Zeopardy
have been zbridged in State causes Nos. CRF-70-283 and CRF-70-284 in the
following particulars:

1. That petiticner should have been charged for a singlc continuing
crime, but was unconstitutionally prosecuted for three individuzl crimes.
He includes another conviction by jury in State cause of action No. CRF-
70-285, herein challenged by inference and not specifically.

2. That, in each of the three State actiocns, the former conviction
used as the basis to enhance his punishment was the same 1937 Kunsas
grand larceny conviction; and, he contends that under the Constltution
the Kansas conviction should have been used only once as a formoer felony

conviction.



Upon carcfully reading all of thoe instruments, pleadings, and trans-—
cripts regarding all threc State convictions, and both habeas corpus
petitions, conscolidated herein, the Court finds:

That petitioner's plea of guilty in State cause numbered CRF-70-284
was freely, knowingly, and voluntarily made, and such knowing and volun-
tary plea waives all prior non-jurisdictional defects.

That the validity of recidivist statutes has been decided and they
are held not to abridge the guarantees of the Constitution of the United
States against double jecpardy, self-incrimination, cruel and unusual
punishment, and the due process and equal protection of both the Fifth
and Fourteenth Amendments. Ovyler v. Boles, Warden, 368 U.S. 447 (1962):
Spencer v. Texas, 385 U.S. 554 (1967); Williams v. Page, 289 F.Supp. 661
(E.D.Okla. 1968).

That the State Courts have determined that the three charges, for
which petitioner stands convicted, sentenced, and imprisoned, are not
one continuing crime, but three distinct crimes, and such conclusion is
supported by the records. The decision of the United States Supreme
Court in Blockburger v. United States, 284 U.S. 299 (1932), involving
two sales of morphine prohibited under the Federal Code and contended
by the accused to be a single continuing act, clearly lends support to
the State Courts' determination of this issue under Oklahoma State law,
i.e., the Oklahoma Statute prohibits the individual acts of selling nar-
cotics, not the course of action which the combined sales constitute,
and a separate charge for each complete illegal transaction is lawful
and proper.

The Court further finds that the question of conspiracy by the State
investigating officers is so unsubstantial that it does not warrant argu-
ment, Or raise a claim cognizable under habeas corpus, even if such is-
sue were properly before the Court by exhaustion of State remedies. The
Court finds the issues presented herein without merit in the federal con-
stitutional sense, and that the habeas corpus petitions in this consclidated
action should be denied and dismissed.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that petitioner's petition for writ of
habeas corpus, No. 72-C-23, be and it is hereby consolidated with cause
of action numbered 71-C-315, and the Clerk of the Court is directed to
effect the necessary steps to consolidate them.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the petitions for writ of habeas corpus
¢f Dennis Loane be and they are hereby denied and dismisscd.

-

. -
Dated this _- ./ -i“day of March, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

o
i

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUuDchk

-2



IN THE UNITED STATLES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMHOMA

DENNIS LOANE,
Petitioner,

vsS. NO. 71-C-315

PARK J. ANDERSON, Warden,
Oklahoma State Penitentiary,
McAlester, Oklahoma,

N M M et M e s

Respondent.

DENNIS LOANE,
Petitiocner,
vs.

PARK J. ANDERSON, Warden,
Oklahoma State Penitentiary,
McAlester, Oklahoma,

Tt Nt it et e s s

Respondent.
O RDER

The Court has before it a pro se petition for writ of habeas corpus
filed in forma pauperis by Dennis Loane, the response, and the complete
files and transcripts of the State proceedings covering the three con-
victions under which petitioner is imprisoned in the Oklahoma State Pen-
itentiary. In this 71-C-315, petitioner challenges as unconstitutional
his conviction in the Oklahoma Tulsa County District Court, Case No.
CRF-70-284, upon a plea of guilty to an unlawful sale of narcotics.

Also, under consideration is petitioner's habeas corpus petition,
numbered 72-C-23, in which he challenges as unconstitutionai his convic-
tion by jury in the Oklahoma Tulsa County District Court, Case No. CRF-
70-283, wherein he was charged with an unlawful sale ¢f narcotics.

Petitioner has requested that these causes be consolidated: and,
the Court finds that consolidation is proper and that the Clerk of the
Court should take the necessary steps to consoclidate them under the first
filed cause numbered 71-C~315. The Court further finds that further re-
sponse and files are unnecessary; and, that petitioner has cxhausted his
State remedies as required in compliance with 28 U.S.C. § 2254 (b).

Petitioner alleges that his constitutional rights to due process
and equal protection of the law, and not toe be placed in double jeopardy
have been abridged in State causes Nos. CRF-70-283 and CRF-70-284 in the
following particulars:

1. That petitibner should have been charged for a single continuing
crime, but was unconstitutionally prosecuted for three individual crimes.
He includes ancther conviction by jury in State cause of acition No. CRF-
70-285, hercin challenged by inference and not specifically.

2. That, in each of the three $State actions, the former conviction
used as the bhasis tc enhance his punishment was the same 1957 Xansas
grand larceny conviction:; and, he contends chat under the Constitution
the Kansas conviction should have been used only once as a former felony

convicticn.



Upon carefully reading all of the instruments, plcadings, and trans-
cripts regarding all three State convictions, and both habeas corpus
petitions, consolidated herein, the Court finds:

That petitioner's pleca of guilty in State cause numbercd CRI-70-284
was freely, knowingly, and voluntarily madc, and such knowing and wvolun-
tary plea waives all prior non-jurisdictional defects.

That the validity of recidivist statutes has been decided and they
are held not to abridge the guarantees of the Constitution of the United
States against double jeopardy, self-incrimination, cruel and unusual
punishment, and the due process and egual protection of both the Fifth
and Fourteenth Amendments. Ovyler v. Boles, Warden, 368 U.S. 447 {1962);
Spencer v. Texas, 385 U.S. 554 (1967); Williams v. Page, 289 F.Supp. 661
(E.D.Okla. 1968).

That the State Courts have determined that the three charges, for
which petitioner stands convicted, sentenced, and imprisoned, are not
one continuing crime, but three distinct crimes, and such conclusion is
supported by the records. The decision of the United States Supreme
Court in Blockburger v. United States, 284 U.S. 299 (1932), involving
two sales of morphine prohibited under the Federal Cocde and contended
by the accused to be a single continuing act, clearly lends support to
the State Courts' determination of this issue under Oklahoma State law,
i.e., the Oklahoma Statute prohibiits the individual acts of selling nar-
cotics, not the course of action which the combined sales constitute,
and a separate charge for each complete illegal transaction is lawful
and proper.

The Court further finds that the guestion of conspiracy by the State
investigating officers is so unsubstantial that it does not warrant argu-
ment, or raise a claim cognizable under habeas corpus, even i1f such is-
sue were properly before the Court by exhaustion of State remedies. The
Court finds the issues presented herein without merit in the federal con-
stitutional sense, and that the habeas corpus petitions in this consolidatec
action should be denied and dismissed.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that petitioner's petition for writ of
habeas corpus, No. 72-C-23, be and it is hereby consoclidated with cause
of actiocn numbered 71-C-315, and the Clerk of the Court is directed to
effect the necessary steps Lo consolidate them.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the petitions for writ of habeas corpus
of Dennis Loane be and‘they are hereby deniced and dismisscd.

-
Dated this . . -“day of March, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahomna.

kN PR 7 ’ " e,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

-
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IN TUE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT POR THE
RORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLABOA

United States of America, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) CIVIL wo: 71-C~49%
—yf )
)
) )
John F. Park, et al., )
)
)
)

Defendants,

JUDGMENT OF PORLECLOSIURE

THIS "APTER COMES on for consideration this ] day
of March, 1972, tihe Plaintiff appearing ¥ Robert P, Santee,
Assistant Uniten States Attorney, and the Jdefendants, John
F. Park and Beulah Parl:, Alford =n, Garner and Bennie T,
Garner, appearinc not,

The Court uweing fully advised anc having examined tne
file herein #inds that Alford R. Garner ana Bennie J. Garner
were served By complaint and summons on December 8, 1971: that
John F, Parké.and Beulah Park wre werved by publication ag
shown Ly Praﬁf of Pui:lication filed herein,

It ﬁppearinq that the sald defendants have failed teo
answer heredn and that default has been entered by the Clern:
of tnis Court,

The Court further finda that this is a suit basad anen
2 mortgage noke and foreclosure on a real nroperty mortgage sesuring
said mortgage mnote and that the following desceribedr-real pronertyr
is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern Judicial
District of Oklahoma:

Lot Pourtecn (14), Block Three {3), in Sharon

Heights Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa

Coutty, Oklahoma, according to the recorded
plat thereor,



_ That the defendants, John F. Park and Beulah Park,
did, on May 21, 1962, execute and deliver to Administrator
of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and nortgage note in the
surt of $12,200 with Skpercent interest Der annum, and further
providing for the pavment of monthly installments of mrincipal
and interest; andg

~#The Court further finds that the 2efendants, John .

Park and Beulah Park, Alford R. Garner and Gennie J. Garner,
made defaglt under the terms of the aforesald mortgage note by
reason of their failure to make monthly installments due thereon
for more than 14 rnonths last past, which default has centinued
and that ﬁ? reason thoreof the above named Aefendants are now
indebted %e the Plaintiff in the sum of $10,909.02 ac unpaid
principal; with interest thereon at the rate of 5% oercent ner
annum from September 21, 1970, until paid, plus the cost of khis
action acdrued and accuring.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGERD AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against defendants,

John F. Park and Beulah Park, Alford 1. Garner and Bennie ..
Garner, for the sum of $10,909.02 with interest thereon at the
rate of 5% percaent per annum from September 21, 1970, plus the
cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional

sums advamneced or to he advanced or expended during this foreclosurea
action by Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or suns

for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS8 FURTIER ORDERED, ADJUDCED AND DECREED that unon
the failure of s2id dofendants to satisfy Plaintiff's nonay dudament
herein, am Order of Sale shall be 1ssued to the United “tates
Marshal fexr the Northern District of Oklahoua, commanding iim
to advertise and sell, with appraisement, the said reatl property
and apply;the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of Plaintiffis
judgment., The residue, if anv to be depnsited with the Clerk

of the Cowrt to await further order of the Court,



IT IS PURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that freom
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of this
judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each of them and
all persomns claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint
herein be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right,
title, interest or claim in or to the real property or any wart

thereof.

v’

KT' : ,
VAR U {’/— EA Y.
Unfted tat@c Llstrlct Juﬂq“’

f
\

Approved

QM/Z -r O( HA, t 48
?ob /25P. Santee 7 )
Assistant U.S. Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERM DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA '

United States of America,

Plaintiff,

ey
Flee D

CIVIL HO: 406
——V-——

Arthur L. Driscoll, et al.,

Tt Tl Vgt St M et St Vot sl Ot ot

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

TIIIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this 1 day
of Mareh, 1572, the Plaintiff appearing hy Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, Arthur L. Driscell aka
Arthur Lee Driscoll, Donna K. Driscoll, Fred Bee Undervond, and
Carole A. Underwecod, appearing not.

The Court being fully advirsed and having examined the
file herein finds that the above named defendants were sarved
by publication as shown by Proof of Publication filed herein.

B 2 appaaring that the said defendants have failed to

answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit hased upon
a mortgage note and forecleosure on a real property mortiyage
securiﬂg said mortgage note and that the followlng Jescribed
real pyoperty is located in Tulsa Countv, Oklahoma, within the
Northegn Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Thirtv-three (33), Block Saven (7} in

Meadowood, an addition to the City of Tulsa,

Tulsa Ccunty, State of Oklahoma, according to

the recorded plat thereof,

That the defendants, Arthur L. Driscoll aka Arthur
Lee Driscoll and Donna K. Driscoll, 4id, on July 30, 19705, execute
and deliver to Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage

alk

and mo#¥gage note in the sum of $12,250 with/mercent interest



per amnnunr, an® further providing for the payment of monthly
instal}mentq of nrincipal and interest:; and

he Court farther Ffinds that the defendants,
Arthur L. Driscoll aka Arthur Lee Driscoll and Donna X,
Driagoll, nade default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage
note by reason of their fallure to make monthly installments
due thereon for more than 11 months last past, which fefanlt
has continue? and that by reason thereof the above naned Jdefendants
are now lnlebite? to the Plaintiff in tho sum of 511,957.28 as
unmaid princinal, with interest thereon at the rate of 8% percent
ner annum from January 30, 1971, until paid, plus the cont of
this agtion acerued and accuring.

I7T I5 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff have and recover judsgment against defendants,
Arthur L. Driscoll aka Arthur Lee Driscoll and Donna K.
Driscell, for the sum of $11,959.9%8with interest therson at
the rate of 3% nercent per annum from January 30, 1971, nlus
the cost of thils actlon accrued and accrulng, nlus any additienal
sums advanced or to be advanced or oupended during this foreclosure
action by Plaintiff for taxes, Insurance, abstracking, or suns
for the preservation of the subject »roperty.

IT IS FURTHEE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendante to satisfy Plaintiff's mcney
judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall bLe issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding
him to ad#ertise and sell, with appraisement, the saild real
property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of Plaintiff’
judgment. The residue, if any to be devosited with the Clerk

of the Court +to await further order of the Court.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of
this Judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each of
them and all persons claiming under them since the filin~ of
the Complaint herein be and they are forever barred and foreclosed
of any riaght, title, interest or olaim in or to the real nroperty

or any part thereof,

“BIATES DISTRICT JUbie

APPROVED,

K
!

I

/

T P. SANTE®R g
Assistant U.S. Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELINE

INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND,
P aintiff,

CEECO CONSTRUCTION CO.,

)
)
)
)
V5. ) No. 72-C-65
) _
)
a corporation, )

)

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Now on this 2/ day of March, 1972, Plaintiff's Motion for
Dismissal coming on for consideration and counsel for Plaintiff herein representing
and stating that all issues, controversies, debts and liabilities between the
parties have been paid, settled and compromised,

IT IS THE ORDER OF THIS COURT that said action be and the same
is hereby dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of another or future action by
the Plaint{ff herein.

u s

Allen E. Barrow, District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKILAHOMA

United States of America,
Plaintiff,

CIVIL NO: 71-C~278

m-v-u-

Freddie Wayne Martin, et al.,

Tt St et Mgt S ottt Vil Nl it st

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this . . ; day
of March, 1972, the Plaintiff appearing Ly Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attornevy, and the defendants, aprpearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file hereim finds that Aetna Finance Company; Jones Plumbing,
ileating and Air Conditioning Company; Za Ann Cozette “artin
and Freddie Wayne Martin were served with Complaint and Sumnons
on July 29, 1971; that Billy Wayne Clayton and Lela M, Clavton
were servedd by publication as shown by Proof of Publication filed
herein,

It appearing that the said defendants have failed to
answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Ceurt.

Phe Court further finds that thiz is a suit based upon
a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage securing
said mortgage note and that the following described real vroperty
is located in Washington County, Oklahoma, within the Northern
Judicial District of OFlahoma:

Lot Nine (9), Block Eight (8), Zouth Sunset

Mddition to Bartlesville, Washington County,
Oklahoma.



That the defendants, Freddie Wlayne Martin and Za Ann
Cozette Martin, 4id, on June 27, 1968, execute and deliver to
Aduinistgator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and wmortgage
note in the sum of $9,250 with 7 percent interest per annwuw,
and further providing for the payment of monthly installments
of princdpal and interest: and

The Court further finds that the defendants, Freddie
Wayne Magtin and Za Ann Cozette Martin, Billy Wayne Clayton and
Lela M. (layton, made default under the terms of the aforesaid
mortgage mote by reason of their fatlure to make monthly installments
due therewn for more than 11 months last past, which default
has contimued and that by reason thereof the above naned defendantsg
are now indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum of $9,124.59 as
unvaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent
per annum- from August 27, 1970, until paid, plus the cost of
this action accrued and accuring.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECRERD that
the Plaintdiff have and recover judgment against defendants=,
Freddie Wayne Martin and Za Ann Cozette Martin, Billy Wayne Clayton
and Lela M, Clayton, for the sum of $9,124.59 with interest thereon
at the rate of 7 percent per annum from August 27, 1370, wlus
the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional
sums advameed or to e advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums
for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS PURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of =aid defendants to satisfy Plaintiff's money judgment
herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding him
te advertise and sell, with appraisement, the said real nronerty
and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of Plaintiff'sy
judgment. “Phe residue, if any to be deposited with the Clerk
of the Cou&t to await further order of the Court.

r.[' IS FURTUER ORDERED s ADJUDGCED A¥D DECRERD that from

and after the salc of saig property, under and by virtua of thnis

2



judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each of them and
all persens claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint
herein be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right,

title, imterest or claim in or to the real property or any nart

thereof.
Lo S N,
United States District Judoe
Approved,

! ]
- r

K . . - y w & A . ji" . .l’_ B .
Rober P;’@énte sl
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
HORTIERN DISTRICT OF OELATIOWMA

United 3tates of Anerica,
Plaintiff,
CTUTI. NO: 71-C-411

-

Ropert Glemn Quick, et al.,

Tt o St et St ot ok’ Vot st Sl Nt

Defendants,

JUDGHENT OF FORECLOGURE

THIS “ATPED COMES on for consideration this Wii;;;ﬁay
of March, 1972, tne Plaintiff aprearing Lv kobert P, Santen, 2ssistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, Robert Glenn (ulsk
and Joyce M, Quick, anpearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file hereim finds that above named defendants were servad v
publicatien as shown by Proof of Publication filed herein.

It appearing that the said defendants have failed to
answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Cemrt.

The Court further finds that this is a suit bhased upon
a mortgagd;note and foreclosure on a real property mortoage ssgurino
sald mortgage note and that the feollowince described real property
is located in Delavware County, Oklahoma, within the Morthern
Judicial Ddstrict of Oklahoma:

Phe Wk NWh: less a tract of land 70 yards

@guare in the Northwest Corner of the Nk of

Bection 20, Township 23 North, Range 25 Tast,

Pelaware County, Oklahoma.

fhat the defendants, Robert Glenn Juick and Jovee i,
uick, did, on May 15, 1970, executc and deliver to Administrator
Veterans Affairs, thair mortgage and wmortgage note in the sum
of $13,500 with 8% nercent interest vner annum, and further nroviding
for the pﬁyment of monthly installments of nrincipal and interest;

and



Phe Court further finds that the Jdefendants, Robert Glenn
Quick and Jeyce M. Quick, made default under the terms of the
aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their failure to make monthly
installments due thereon for more than 11 months last nast,
which default haz continued and that Iy reason therecf the above
named defendants are now indebted te the Plaintiff in the zaum
of $13,406,93 23 unpaid principal, with interest therecon at
the rate of 8% percent per annum from January 15, 1971, until
paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accuring.

IT IS THRREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGCED AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants, Robert
Glenn Quiek and Jovyce M. Quick, for the sum of $13,406.,23 with
interest thereon at the rate of 8% percent per annum from
January 15;'1971, nlus the cost of this actlon accrued and accruing,
nlus any additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by Plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject vroperty.

T IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendants to satisfv Plaintiff's money judgment
herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding him
to advertiga and sell, with appraisement, the said real property
and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of Plaintiff’s
judgment. %The residue, 1f any to be deposited with the Clexrk
of the Couxt to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from
and after &he szle of said property, under and by virtue of this
judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each of then and
all nersens claiminag under them since the filing of the Complaint
herein be smd they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right,
title, interest or claim in or to the real property or any wart

thereof,

qu,a/

Unitem gtateo Dlstrlct Judae

prroveq.

Pobert P.é%ggtee 

Assistant United “tates Attorney 2
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, -
[
Plaintiff,

CIVIL MO: 32¢
.-.V-—

Jack B, Staley, a single man,

St ot Nl Nl Vb ot ot Y Sl s

Defendant.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this ﬂfk day
of Mareh, 1972, the Plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendant, Jack
B. Staley, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Jack B. Staley was served by publication
as shown by Proof of Publication filed herein.

It appearing that the said defendant has *failed
to answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of thig Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit baszed upon
a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Mannford County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Nineteen (19), Block One (1), Mannford

Meadows, an addition to the town of Mannford

Creek County, State of Oklahoma, according to

the recorded plat thereof.

That the defendantg,Jack B. Staley, did, on
September 15, 1970, execute and deliver to lLomas & Nettleton
Company,; his mortoage and mortgage note in the sum of
$14,70¢'v1th/32rcent interest per annum, and further providing
for the payment of monthly installments of principal and interest;

and



That by instrument dated October 29, 1970, Lomas &
Nettleton West assigned said mortgage to Federal National Mortgage
Association; and by instrument dated Janaary 13, 1971, Faderal
Natienal Mortgage Association, assiagned sald mortgage to the
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, Washington D. C.,
his @uecessors and assigns,

The Court further finds that the defendant, Jack
B. Staley, wade default under the terms of the aforesald mortgage
note by reason of his failure to make monthly installments due
thereon for more than 11 months last past, which default has,
continued and that by reason thereof the above named defendant is
now indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum of $15,640,44 as unpaid
prineipal, with interest thereon at the rate of 8% percent p&r

September 1, 1971 :
annum from/, until paid, plus the cost of this action acorued
and acguring.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendant,

Jack B, Staley, for the sum of $15,640.44 with interest thereon

at the rate of 8% nercent per annum from September 1, 1971,

plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any

additienal sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during

this fereclosure action by Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting
or sum# for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS PFPURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendant to satisfy Plaintiff's money judgment
herein, an Order of Sale shall be issuecd to the United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding him
to advertise and sell, with appraisement, the said real property
and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of Plaintiff's
judgment. The residue, if any to he deposited with the Clerk

of the Court to await further order of the Court.

o]



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of
this 4udgment ana decree, the defendant and any persons claiming
under them since the filing of the Complaint herein be and they
are forever Larred and foreclosed of any right, title, interest

or claim in or to the real property or any part thereof.

s t
i

.l""'"';: :"l x./rL,{. /[ Ly ‘ ' PEAE: ”:-.r r—.
United Z¥ates District Judge

APPROVED.
.j":)// F-ﬂj) IS . _.’} . " . ;'ﬁ T T. e

Roberf P. Santeec
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNLITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DELBERT C. REIBERT, individually and on )
behalf of employees of the previously )
existing Sinclair Oil Corporation, the )
employees of Atlantic Richfield Company )
and employment agencies who provided )
temporary help for each corporation, )
| )
Plaintiff, )
) Civil Action
vs. ) No. 69-233
) |
ATLANTIC RICHFIELD COMPANY and ) :
SINCLAIR OIL CORPORATION, ) i
y FI1LE/
Defendants. ) MAR 4 01972
| JOHN H. PUE, Clgry
JUDGMENT U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

This action came on for hearing before the Court, Honorable
Allén E. Barrow, Chief District Judge, presiding, and the Motion
for Summary Judgment by the plaintiff having been denied, and the‘
Motion for Summary Judgment by the defendants having been sus- |

tained and a decision having been duly rendered,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED
That the plaintiff take nothing on his complaint, that this
action is dismissed on the merits and that the defendants,

Atlantic Richfield Company and Sinclair O0il Corporation, recover
of the plaintiff, Delbert C. Reibert, their costg of action,
j%zzﬁhber
Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma this €7 day of , 1974

/5

nited States District Judge
FORM APPROVED:

For the P aintlff

___4{£53‘ﬂ)f@Lf/wax/n/»«JZ//\ |

For the Defendants




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DEL JEANNENE JOBE, individually and on
behalf of employees of the previously
existing Amerada Petroleum Corporation,
the employees of the previously existing
Hess 0il and Chemical Corporation, and
the employees and previous employees of
Amerada Hess Corporation,

Plaintiffs,
Vs,
AMERADA PETROLEUM CORPORATION, HESS OIL

AND CHEMICAL CORPORATION, AND AMERADA
HESS CORPORATION,

| WL NUP.L N N WL N L N W L W W KW L WL L L
-
2
o
S
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~
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-
[
-—
o
"
Tne

Defendants. No. 70-C-57

JUDGMENT

This action came on for hearing before the Court, Honorable Allen E.
Barrow, Chief District Judge, presiding, and the Motion For Summary Judgment
made by the defendants having been sustained, and plaintiffs' Cross Motion For
Partial Summary Judgment denied, and due entry thereof having been made,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED

That the plaintiffs and each of them take nothing upon their Complaint,
that this action is dismissed upon the merits, and that the defendants have
and recover of and from the plaintiffs, their costs of action.

icwzele
Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma, thiss2?) day of Fanuawy, 1972.

Py / ‘./";V—‘\--“""f:b%“""“'""/

United States District Judge

FORM APPROVED:
. /i

L A
!

. ) s -nl. k‘
I'4 P I ‘\""'ﬁ"'=

. . \ t.
For Plaintiffs /

o
- ‘v‘.‘) oy
Yyt -
/j SN e T

For Defendants




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED
(MAR 4 0 197

JUHN H. FUL, Clerk
U. S. BDISTRICT COURT

DEL JEANNENE JOBE, individually and on
behalf of employees of the previously
existing Amerada Petroleum Corporation,
the employees of the previously existing
Hess 0il and Chemical Corporation, and
the employees and previous employees of
Amerada Hess Coxporation,

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

o ),
Plaintiffs, )

VS. g No. 70-C-57
AMERADA PETROLEUM CORPORATION, HESS OIL )
AND CHEMICAL CORPORATION, and AMERADA )
HESS CORPQORATION, %
)

Defendants.

FINDINGS
AND
RECOMMENDATIONS OF MAGISTRATE

This matter comes on for hearing on this 1llth day of
January, 1972, before the undersigned Magistrate, upon motion
of the defendants for summary judgment, and for stays of further
discovery in the cause. Upon stipulation of counsel the cause
was submitted upon briefs previously filed and identified in the
memorandum attached to the defendants' motlon.

Upon the defendants' motion for summary judgment, the
Magistrate finds upon undisputed facts reflected by the plead=-
ings, discovery depositions, and other discovery documents
filed in the action:

(1) . Each of the appearing plaintiffs, Del

Jeannene Jobe, Robert R. McDole and Roy E. Michael,

was a salaried employee of the defendant Amerada

Petroleum Corporation, who continued briefly in the

employ of Amerada Hess Corporation under contract

of employment which was terminable at the will of

either employer or employee.

(2) Plaintiffs had no other interest or concern

in the business of Amerada Petroleum Corporation or




of Amerada Hess Corporation than their respective
employment for personal services terminable as above
found.

(3) Each plaintiff's employment was unrelated
to any of the business operations of his employer
alleged in the Complaint to have been restrained by
any violation of the anti-trust laws.

(4) None of the appearing plaintiffs was em-
ployed in any activity upon behalf of the defendants
or either of them which was within the target area of
any restraint alleged in the Complaint.

(5) None of the plaintiffs was injured in business
or property by anything forbidden by the anti-trust
laws.

(6) Each appearing plaintiff's injury, if any,
was indirect, incidental, derivative and remote with
respect to any violation of the anti-trust laws, and
therefore is not actionable under Section 4 of the
Clayton Act (15 U.S.C. 15).

(7) In view of the preceding findings, defendants'
motion for summary judgment should be sustained upon the
authority of Nationwide Auto Appraiser Service, Inc. v.
Association of Casualty and Surety Cos., 382 F.2d 925
(10th Cir. 1967); Conference of Studio Unions v. Loew's,
Inc., 193 F.2d 51 (CA-9) cert. den. 342 U.S. 919 (1952);
Billy Baxter, Inc. v. Coca Cola Co., 431 F.2d 183 (CA-2)
1970) cert. den. 401 U. S. 923 (1971); Mans v. Sunray
DX 0il Co., No. 70-C-140, USDC-DC-Okla. (May 20, 1971);
Contreras v. Grower Shipper Vegetable Assn., 1971 Trade
Cases, paragraph 73,592 (ND-Calif. 1971); Bywater, et al
v. Matshushita Elec. Ind. Co., Ltd., et al, 1971 Trade
Cases, paragraph 73,759, and other cases cited in de-

fendants' briefs.




(8) In view of the finding that the appearing plaintiffs
have no standing to sue upon the claims asserted, they have no
capacity to represent others who might or might not have claims
in the pleaded premises.

In view of the findings and recommendations hereinbefore set forth upon

‘defendants' motion for summary judgment, further discovery and all pending

discovery should be stayed pending the other and further order of the court.
The request of the plaintiffs for pre-trial conference in the presence
of the court should be overruled.
In view of the findings and recommendations upon the defendants' motion
for summary judgment, the plaintiffs' request for determination of a class

action should be overruled, and certification of a class should be denied.

IT IS, THEREFORE, RECOMMENDED BY THE MAGISTRATE THAT:

1. The defendants' motion for summary judgment should be sustained,
the plaintiffs' cross motion for partial summary judgment should be denied, and
judgment of dismissal upon the merits should enter for the defendants.

2. All further and pending discovery in the action should be stayed
pending the further order of the court.

3. Plaintiffs' request for pre-trial conference in the presence of the
court should be denied.

4. Plaintiffs' motion for detemination of a class should be overruled,
and certification of a class should be denied.

FILED AND ENTERED this WYY day of January, 1972.

ESISKS VAN

orris~L. Bradford, Magistrate

FORM APPROVED:

.! l . ' . _'f
Lol oo
For' Plaintiffs

For Defendants




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LILLIE CHUBE, KENNETH HARRIS, )
VIRGINIA HENDERSON, SHARON LUCKEY, )
MARTHA MOORE, GWENDOLYN RUSSEL, )
VIOLA RUSSEL, on behalf of themselves )
and all other similarly situated, )
)
Plaintiffs, )
) o
V. ) Case No. 71-C-97 Civil
- )
THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY oF ) .
' TULSA, TOM HARES, Director, HOUSING ) Fi1 L E ['2/
AUTHORTTY OF THE CITY OF TULSA,
} MR2017
Defendants. ) JOHN H. PUE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
ORDER

Upon consideration of the Suggestion of Mootness filed herein

by all parties to the above action,

IT IS ORDERED this ;éé{) day of March, 1972 that this action

is dismissed without prejudice.

%—‘L.@z (%z’—-l-‘-——{ (O i
/ﬂ.

Fred Daugherty
United States Dlstrlct Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Window Froduces, "M ™™
Plaintiff, i
)
V. E CIVIL NO. 71-C-282

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, i

Defendant. ) e L =D

DAR 4 U972
STIPULATION {oitit H. rus, Glerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
OF DISMISSAL

It is hereby stipulated and agreed that the above-entitled

action be dismissed with prejudice, each party to bear its own

costs.

Rucker & Tabor

Paul R, Hodgson |
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF

NATHAN G. GRAHAM
United States Attorneyf;

o g 2 ’,
,;¢<231414/37i;/¢?4r¢,.{T-
By SIS L5 A

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CAL POOL and BOB POOL, g
Plaintiffs, g
v. i CIVIL NO. 71-C-283
)
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 0
Defendant, ; e L E
a4 UAgTe
STIPULATION joits 1 P4 %‘T‘E{T
0. S. DISTRICT COU!

OF DISMISSAL

It is hereby stipulated and agreed that the above-entitled

action be dismissed with prejudice, each party te bear its own

costs.

Rucker & Tabor

By /=50 AR

140 Lot

Paul R, Hodgson

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

NATHAN G. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

%—,C/;M ---'/‘/-"‘f"“"

By Assea ol g, ey

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT.



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ALPHA VETERINARY SUPPLY, INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,
Vs,
No. 71-C-96
AMERICAN HOESCHT CORPORATION, a
Delaware Corporation, and EVSCO
PHARMACEUTICAL CORP., a New York
Corporation,

F 1L ED

VIR

Defendants.

MAR 1061972
JOHN H. POE, Clark
U, S DISTRICT COURT,

ORDER SUSTAINING MOTION OF
DEFENDANT EVSCO PHARMACEUTICAL CORP.

This cause came on for consideration by the Court on
the 13th day of March, 1972, upon the renewed motion of defendant
Evsco Pharmaceutical Corp. to quash service of summons and to
dismiss this action as to it for want of jurisdiction.

On September 2, 1971, the Court overruled this defen-
dant's Motion to dismiss for lack of jurisdiction but granted
the defendant the right to renew its motion at a later date after
further discovery.

Further discovery has been had, and based upon the facts
found by such discovery, this defendant renewed its said Motion,
and

The Court having carefully considered the entire file
in this cause, together with the Motions and the briefs in support
of and in opposition thereto, is of the opinion and finds that the
defendant, Evsco Pharmaceutical Corp., a citizen of the State of
New York and with its principal place of business in New York, is
not, and has not done business, nor performed any acts within the
State of Oklahoma so as to subject it to the courts of this state
by virtue of title 12 0.S.A. §187; nor has said defendant trans-
acted any business, nor did the alleged claim arise within the
Northern District of Oklahoma.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that service of summons upon
the defendant Evsco Pharmaceutical Corp., should be, and the same
is hereby guashed, and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this cause be, and the same
is hereby dismissed as to said defendant.

4
Dated this _ /4 > day of March, 1972.

ONITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LOCAL LODGE NO. 790 of the
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF
MACHINISTS and AERQSPACE
WORKERS, AFL-CIO,

Plaintiff, No. 71-C-361

Vs.

CHAMPION CARRIERS, INC.,

FiLED
AR 16 1972
Jurid H. PUE, Clerk
U, S, DISTRICT COURT

Defendant.

"JUDGMENT

This cause came on for consideration by the Court at
Tulsa, Oklahoma, on February 13, 1972, for trial and disposition.
The parties appeared by their respective counsel, and the Court
heard argument.

It was stipulated and agreed to by the parties that the
facts set forth in the Pretrial Order filed on January 24, 1972,
should be considered as a stipulation of facts and considered by
the Court as such, and it was further stipulated that no further
evidence would be offered and the case was submitted to the Court
for decision on such stipulation, pleadings and briefs of the
parties, and having carefully studied the file in this case,
including among other things, the pleadings, the stipulation and
the briefs, it is

THE JUDGMENT OF THE COURT that the defendant, Champion
Carriers, Inc., has complied with the arbitrator's award and has
paid to the employee, Tully V. Johnson, the full back pay for the
period of time from December 10, 1970, until the date of the award.

IT IS5 THE FURTHER JUDGMENT OF THE COURT that the defendant
in computing the amount of back pay due the plaintiff in accordance
with the arbitrator's award properly deducted from the award the sum
cf $520.00 received by the plaintiff as unemployment compensation
from the Oklahoma Employment Security Commission, and that such
deduction was proper.

IT IS THE FURTHER JUDGMENT OF THE COURT that the employee,
Tully V. Jcohnson, has been made whole, and this is all he is en-
titled to for breach of his employment contract by the defendant,
and to permit him to recover the additional $520.00 would, in
effect, amount to a penalty.

Plaintiff's prayer for judgment should be, and the same
is hereby denied.

2
Dated this /4 T day of March, 1972.

Mot pperrts

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA

KATHRYNE SLANKER,

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. T1-Cw247

vE.

ELLIOTT RICHARDSON, Secretary of
deaith, Education, and Welfare,

FILED
MAR 1 0 19/2

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURY

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendant. )

JUDGMENT

This matter came on for consideration before the Court and the
issues having been duly considered and a decision having been duly rendered,

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the Motion for Summa ry
Judgment of the Defendant is granted.

”

Dated this é day of March, 1972.




IN TEE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCOURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LOYD W. WATTS, )
} 71-C~330
Plaintiff, ) s
s . ) 71-C-331 7
)
SAFEWAY STORES, INCORPORATED, ) {(No. 71-C-331 consolidated into
a foreign corporation, and ) lower numbered case No. 71-C-330)
0. L. BUSEY, ) -
)
Defendants. ) o
S ke )
L R R 2T
iy 4 Ve '!_ P
JOHN H. POE, Ciork
U, 8. DISTRICT ¢oy
oo Wiaaniv) DOHRT
ORDER OuR?

After reviewing the file and record in this cause, the
recommendations of the Magistrate are hereby approved, and

IT IS, THEREFCRE, ORDERED that the motion to dismiss
of the defendant, D. L. Busey, 1is hereby sustained, the motion to
remand of the plaintiff is overruled and the motion to consolidate
the above styled case No. 71-C-331 into the lower numbered casc

of No. 71-C-330 is hereby sustained.
i

P
Dated this O - day of March, 13972.

&3
%

) . . P
7L, ~e? o A .
P I - T R P |
if?ﬁﬂ;“yi;;hafg> P R A SRR S g

United States District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)
Plaintiff, )}
)
vs. ) U///
) CIVIL ACTION NO. 70-C-284
50.00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR )
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY, } Tract No. 1023M
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND CECIL G. )
BATEMAN, ET AL., AND UNKNOWN )
OWNERS ' ) s
’ ) EILED
Defendants . ) ‘MAR 1 3 1972
JUHN H. POE, Clerk
JUDGMENT U. S. DiSTRICT COURT

1.

NOW, on this / 3‘;-{ day of March, 1972, this matter
comes on for disposition on application of Plaintiff, United States
of America, for entry of judgment on a stipulation agreeing upon
just compensation, and the Court, after having examined the files
in this action and being advised by counsel for Plaintiff, finds:

2,

This judgment applies to the entire estate condcmnoed in
Tract No. 10234, as such estate and tract are described in the
Complaint filed in this action.

3.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject
matter of this action.

4.

Service of process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure on all parties defendant in this cause

who are interested in subject tract.

5-
The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Com-

plaint herein give the United States of Zmerica the right, power,

and authorjty to condemn for public use the estate described above



in paragraph 2. Pursuant thereto, on September 15, 1970, the
United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of a
certain estate in such tract of land,'which was the date of taking
thereof. Simultaneously therewith, Plaintiff deposited $200.00 in
the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for the taking
of said estate, none of which has been disbursed. Therefore,
title to such property should be vested in the United States of
America as of September 15, 1570.

6.

On the date of taking in this action, the defendant,
Cecil G. Bateman, was the owner of the estate taken in subject
tract. He is the only person asserting any interest in the estate
taken in such tract. All other persons having either disclaimed
or defaulted; therefore, the defendant, Cecil G. Bateman, is en-
titled to receive the just compencsation awarded by this judgment.

7.

Cecil G. Bateman, the owner of the subject property
joined by his wife, Mary Lorene Bateman, and the United States of
America have executed and filed herein a Stipulation As To Just
Compensation wherein they have agreed that just compensation for
the estate condemned in subjeé% tract is $1,000.00, without inter=-
est, and such Stipulation should be approved.

8.

This judgment will create an $800.00 deficiency between
the amount deposited as estimated compensation for the subject
property and the amount fixed by the Stipulation As To Just Compen-
sation; and such $800.00 deficiency should be deposited for the
benefit of the owner. |

9.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the United States of America has the right, power, and
autnority to condemn for public use the tract named in paragraph 2
herein, as such tract is particularly described in the'Complaint
filed herein; and such tract, to the extent of the estate described

in such Complaint, 15 condemnad and title thereto is vested in the

-2—



United States of America as of September 15, 1970, which was the
date of taking thereof, and all defendants herein and all other
persons interested in such estate are forever barred from asserting
any claim to such estate.

19.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE COURT
that on the date of taking, the defendant, Cecil G. Batenan, was
the owner of the estate condemned herein in the subject tract;
therefore, the right to receive the just compensation for the
estate taken herein in this tract is vested in him.

11.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE COURT
that the Stipulation As To Just Compensation, described in para-
graph 7 above, hereby is confirmed; and the $1,000.00 without
interest therein fixed is adopted as the award of just compensation

for the estate condemned in subject tract as follows:

TRACT NO. 1023M

Owner: Cecil G. Bateman

Award of just compensation

pursuant to Stipulation - - - - - $1,000,00 $1,000.00
Deposited as estimated
compensation - = = « = = = = = - « 200.00
Disbursed to owner - - =~ = = R R R e None
Balance due to owner - — = =« = = = = = = =~ = = = = = = $1,000.00
Deposit deficiency - = = « - = - = = $ 800.00
12,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
United States of America shall deposit in the Registry of this
Court, in this civil action, to the credit of subject tract, the
deficiency sum of $800.00, and immediately following such deposit,
the Clerk of this Court shall disburse $1,000.00 from the deposit

for the subject tract to the defendant, Cecil G. Bateman.

SHORT
Assistant U. 5, Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

SAVOY INDUSTRIES, INC.,
a Delaware corporation,

)
)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 69-C-181 Civil
) D
MORRIS SITRIN; MORRIS SITRIN, ) F i1 L E
INC., an Oklahoma corporation; ) ' o
and SITRIN PETROLEUM CORPORATION, ) MAR 131972
a Delaware corporation, ; H_PDE,Cmﬂ‘
)

HN
Defendants. u{ S. DISTRICT COURT

ORDER

Pursuant to Stipulation filed herein by all parties, it
is hereby ORDERED that the captioned cause and case be and
the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice to the right of

the plaintiff to refile the same.

<
DATED this 522 day of /2$%;¢1Q,{) , 1972.
o

District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
TULSA DIVISION

ELMER DAVIS, Regional Director of the
Sixteenth Region of the National Labor
Relations Board, for and on behalf of the
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD,

Petitioner,
vVs. No. 71-C-316

NORTHEASTERN OKLAHOMA BUILDING AND
TRADES COUNCIL,

Respondent. F 1 L E b
MAR 1.3 197
J0RN H. Put, Gigry
ORDER OF DISMISSAL - . S, DISTRICT coypy

Now on this 13th day of March, 1972, it appearing to the
Court that the complaint was filed on August 30, 1971, and
that no summons or other process of any kind has been issued
herein by reason of the request of the petitioner that process
not issue,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that said petition is dismissed for

lack of prosecution.

//iv{;/:?{:Efz.ﬁ{”ij-;fjg(-xfd,\,pwu,/

U. 5. District Judge




+

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

71_C_330V///
71-C-331

LOYD W. WATTS, }
)
)
)
)
SAFEWAY STORES, INCORPORATED, ) (No. 71-C-331 consoclidated into
)
)
)
)

Plaintiff,
vs.

a foreign corporation, and lower numbered case No. 71~C-330)
D. L. BUSEY,

Defendants. E l L E D .
MAR1372 |

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

OCRDER

After reviewing the file and record in this cause, the.
recommendations of the Magistrate are hereby approved, and

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion to dismiss
cf the defendant, D. L. Busey, is hereby sustained, the motion to
remand of the plaintiff is overruled and the motion to consolidate
the above styled case No. 71-C-331 into the lower numbered case
of No. 71-C-330 is hereby sustained.

Dated this é#%? day of March, 1972.

United States District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROY LEE PYLES, )
Petitioner, ;
vs. ) NO. 71-C~409
PARK J. ANDERSON, Warden, %: i L E
Oklahoma State Penitentiary, ) MAR 9 v/
McAlester, Oklahoma, ' o
; i1

Respondent. s, DISTRICT COURT
ORDER

The Court has for consideration the pro se petition for writ of
habeas corpus of Roy Lee Pyles, an inmate at the Oklahoma State Peni-
tentiary. He contends that his rights guéranteed by the Fifth, Sixth,
and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution were abridged
in the State proceedings in that (1) prejudicial statements of the ar-
resting officer were permitted into evidence during his trial; (2) the
trial Court incorrectly and prejudicially instructed the jury on "flight";
and (3) the trial Court instructed the jury as to good time credits prior
to a determination of guilt of the former convictions.

It appears that petitioner has exhausted his State remedies as re-
guired in compliance with 28 U.S5.C. § 2254 (b), except, the third issue
as it is presented to this Court, was not presented in the same context
to the State Court:; and, as a matter of comity such issue 1is not prop-
erly before this Court until the State has had an opportunity to rule
and the State remedies exhausted. However, the issue is so totally
without merit that further litigation thereon would be a disservice to
the petitioner, State and Federal Courts, as this Court finds that peti-
tioner's guilt of the former convictions was conclusively established by
stipulation of the parties leaving no factual determination on the issue
for the jury.

This Court has carefully read the petition, response, complete file,
and transcripts of the jury trial and hearing on the motion for new trial,
and finds that there is sufficient evidence to determine the merits of
this petition and an evidentiary hearing is not required. The Court
finds that petitioner's contentions are without merit and the petition
should be denied and the cause of action dismissed for failure to pre-
sent a claim for relief rising to federal constitutional grounds.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the petition for writ of habeas
corpus of Roy Lee Pyles be and it is hereby denied and the cause of

action dismissed.

Dated this 24§Er“day of March, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Bt ~"“"“‘ P
- RN

C Cpinm ol o A -
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
CLERK'S OFFICE .
UNITED STATES COURT Housg

TULSA, OKLAHOMA 74103

JOHN H. POE
CLERK

March 9, 1972

Mr. Roy Lee Pyles

No. 79631

P. 0, Box 97

McAlester, Oklahoma 74501

Honorable H., L., McConnell
Assistant Attorney General
State Capitol Bulding
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105

Re: No, 71-C-409
Gentlemen:

Attached for each of you 1s a copy of the order
filed this date denying petitioner's writ of habeas
corpus and dismlssing case.

Yours very truly,

JOHN H, POE, CLERK

Deputy
rfm/attachs,



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
MARTHA J. MACHENS,
Plaintiff,

cabe o L2 E-oP

VS.
' SR T
JOHN E. WOLFE and BULL MAR ¢ 19:,
CREEK SOD FARMS, INC.. N
an Oklahoma corporation, Y % UF“WVW.VﬁdéT
. O b n s et

e e e Nt St et Wit S S

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Bl

NOW on this 5  day of March, 1972, a Stipulation
for Dismissal having been signed by all parties who have appeared
in this action pursuant to Rule 41 of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure and said Stipulation having been filed of record in the
above entitled cause,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the
above styled matter presently pending against all Defendants be,
and it is hereby, dismissed with prejudice to further cause. Fach
of the parties hereto to bear the respective costs incurred herein

including attorneys fees.

LUTHERs Eomanoy

Luther Bohanon
United States Federal District Judge

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
SNEED AND WADDEL

PatFick 0. Waddel
Attorney for Plaintiff

BOYD & PARKS

BY
John L. Boyd
Attorney for Defendants




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROBERT ELLIOT SHEFFIELD ) FT l L- EE [)
)
V. ) 72-C~-46 MAR 9 - 1972
)
)

JOHN H. POE, Glerk
U, S. DISTRICT GOURT

PARK J. ANDERSON, Acting Warden

ORDER TO DISMISS

The court, having examined the Petition for Writ
of Habeas Corpus presented to the clerk of this court by the
above-named petitioner, together with the Motion for Leave to
Proceed in Forma Pauperis and the required affidavit, finds that
the petitioner has not exhausted the remedies available to him
in the State of Oklahoma. He states in Y14 of his petition that
none of the grounds for relief alleged have been previously
presented to any other court, state or federal, in any petition,
motion, or application which he has filed, In essence, the
exhaustion doctrine requires a state prisoner to afford state
courts the opportunity to consider and resolve claims of consti-
tutional infirmity before raising these claims in federal court.

See Watson v. Patterson, 358 F.2d 297 (CA 10 1966) , cert. denied

385 U.S. 876. Petitioner has the right under the Oklahoma Post-
Conviction Procedure Act, 22 O.S.A. § 1080 et seq., to raise the
questions presented in the courts of the State of Oklahoma. This
precludes the petitioner from federal habeas corpus relief at

this time. 28 U.S.C.A. § 2254(b). (See also Brown V. Crouse,

395 F.2d 755 (CA 10 1968), and Omo v. Crouse, 395 F.2d4 757

(CA 10 1968).

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. This case is dismissed;

2. That a copy of this order be mailed by the clerk
of this court to the petitioner;

3. That a copy of this order be mailed by the clerk

to the respondent by mailing the same to the Attorney General



of the State of Oklahoma.

Dated this 3:‘ day of March, 1972.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



O O

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

INTERNATIONAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY,
A Kentucky corporation,

Plaintiff,

vS. No. 70-C-21

FILED /-

RAY B. WOOLDRIDGE, an individual,

L e S S L SR e e )

Defendant, MAR B 197y
JUdi mil rus, slerk
ORDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT

After reviewing the file and record in this cause, I

approve the recommendation of the Magistrate.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the motion of plaintiff,
International Life Insurance Company, for summary judgment be

and the same is hereby sustained.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the plaintiff have and recover
of the defendant, Ray B. Wooldridge, judgment in the sum of
$40,151.50 with interest at ten (10%) percent per annum from

the date hereof until said sum is paid.

The Clerk of the Court shall forward by mail a copy of
this Order to each of the attorneys for the above named plaintiff

and defendant.

Dated this Zmay of (92%(7 . 1972,

Con (B e

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




. - o . - -y

NORTHERN O S 7The . un Do

TANICE HARRIS ana )
JUNE PARMENTER, )

Plainuffs,

J

)

)

VS, 7 No. 7i-0=63

)

LLENORA POLILOCK, Individually and )

as Co-Executrix of the Estate of )

Lee Pollock: The First National )

Bank and Trust Company, and the )

National Bank of McAester, )

banking corporations, )
)

FiLED /g
MAR 8 v

ol 1 rus ook
U. S. DISTRICT oudid

Defendants.

ORDER OF [1SMISSAL

On ths __7_% day of January, 1972, the findings and recommendation of
the United States Magistrate in the above matter were presented to Lie Court.
The Court reviewed the findings and recommendation of the United States
Magistrate as well as the court file, including the transcript and legat
authorities presented by the parties, and concludes the recommendation
of tac Magistrate should be approved.

IT {5, THEREFORE, ORDERED the motion todismiss of the defendants
is -ustained because the District Court of Craig County, State of Oklahoma,
previously acquired jurisdiction of the parties and the subject matter herein
and this Court should yield to the State court having first acquired jurisdiction.

> _
OW
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THF
WORTHERN DISTRTIOT NP OXTATIOMD

UNIT RYR & PAITIDMENT CO,, )
)
Plainti“r, )
)
vs . ) CASR MN T1-0-64
)
INTERNATIONAL ASROCIATION AR )
MACHIMISTS AND AFPOSPACE WORKERS, ) o
LOCAL IODAT 7090, ) F | 1. E ()
y
Defendant. ) MAR 8 - (3774
)
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. S, DISTRICT COURT
ORDER

P —

After reviewing the file and record ip thie cange, T here-
by approve the recommendations of +he Macriatrate,

IT IS ORDERFD THAT the Motion for Summary Judoment of
the International RAssociation of Machinists and hernenace Work-
ers, Local Lodge 790, Defendant herein, he, and the came is
hereby granted,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Motion for Summary Tudg-
ment of Unit Rloc & Tquipment Co., Tlainti€f hevein. “o, and
the same is hereby denied.

IT I8 FURTHTR NARDERED that 4udement he entnrad harein
in favor of the Defendant on the basis of ite Comitnralaim
and that the Arbitration Award which constitntes the subject
matter of this action be, and the same ig herebv =nfrrced in
its entirety and Plaintiff is hererv nrderad +o carrly fully

with the provisions thereof.

DATED this day of , 1972,

Unitecd States District fudae



IN THE UNITED STATE> DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JOHN GOREE,
Plaintiff,

VS, NO, 70-C-394

FOSTER PETROLEUM
CORPORATION,

FILED
MAR 7 - 1372 rt
JOHN H. PUE, Cierk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT,
ORDER OF DISAUSSAL

R e ot el St ot

Delendant,

Upon plaintifi's Application and for good cause shown, this

cause is hereby dismissed with prejudice,

3/6/72
J 72, Belon pory

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

b
4

. oSS

e

Attorney for Plaintity

St

Attofney for DAjendant




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, ;
Plaintiff, ; CIVIL ACTION NO., 70-C-299
V8. ) Tracts Nos. 1201M
) 1203M
40.00 Acres of Land, More or Less, 1204M
Situate in Nowata County, State of
Oklahoma, and James A. Arnold, ) ]
et al., and Unknown Owners, ) f; | L. = D
) . Ay
Defendants.) MAR 7 - 1872
JOHN | PGE, (ot
JUDGMENT U. 8. DISTRICT rpnpr
1.

On October 13, 1971, this cause came on for pretrial conference before
the Honorable Allen E. Barrow, Judge of the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma. The Plaintiff, United States of America, appeared
by Hubert A. Marlow, Assistant United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma. The Defendants, James A. Arnold and Glenn H. Chappell, Trustees of
the Estate of H. W. Reed, deceased; and the Defendant Julian W. Glass, Jr.,
Trustee for Eva Peyne Glass, Ernest Frances Bradfield, and Julian W. Glass, Jr.,
appeared by thelr attorney, William E. Maddux. No other defendants appeared
either in person or by attorney. After being advised by counsel and having
examined the files in the case, the Court finds:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the partles and the subject matter of
this action. This judgment applies only to the estate condemned in Tracts
Nos, 1201M, 1203M, and 1204M, as such tracts and estate are described in the
Complaint filed in this actlon.

3.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by publica-
tion notice as provided by Rule TLA of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure on
all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in the subject tract.

L.

The Acte of Congress set out in parsgraph 2 of the Complaint filed

herein give the United States of America the right, power, and authority to con-

demn for public use the subject tract. Pursuant thereto, on September 25, 1970,



the United States of America filed its Declaration of Teking of a certain estate
in such described tracts, and title to such property should be vested in the
United States of America, as of the date of filing such instrument.

5.

Simultaneously with filing herein the Declaration of Taking, there was
deposited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensation for the taking
of the subject property, a certain sum of money, none of which has been disbursed,
as shown below in paragraph 10.

6.

At the pretrial conference the Defendants who were present offered
evidence to the effect that just compensation for the estate taken in the subject
tracts should be in the total amount of $400.00. The Plaintiff declined to offer
any evidence to the contrary and agreed that such sum would be just compensation
for the property taken. Therefore, the sum of $400.00 should be adopted by the
Court as Jjust compensatiocn in this case.

Te

The Defendants named below in paragraph 10 as owners are the only
Defendants asserting any interest in the estate condemned in the subject tracts.
All other Defendants having either disclaimed or defaulted, the named Defendants
vere the owners of such estate, as of the date of taking, and as such, are
entitled to receive the just compensation awarded by this judgment.

8.

This judgument will create a deficiency between the amount deposited as
estimated compensation and the amount fixed herein as the award of just compen-
sation for the taking of subject property, and a sum of money sufficlent to cover
such deficiency should be deposited by the Government. Such deficiency is set
out below in paragraph 10.

9.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED thet the United States
of Americs has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public use the
tracts described in paregraph 2 herein, and such tracts, to the extent of the
estate described in the Complaint filed herein, are condemned and title thereto

is vested in the United States of America as of the date of filing the Declaration



of Teking, and all Defendants herein and all other persons interested in such
estate are forever barred from asserting any claim to such property.
10.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that on the date of taking,
the owners of the estate condemned in the subject tracts were the defendants
whose names appear in the schedule below; the right to receive just compensation
for the estate taken in such tracts is vested in the parties so named; and the
sum of $400.00 hereby is adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate
taken in subject tracts all as follows, to-wit:

TRACTS NOS. 1201M, 1203M, and 120LM

Owners:

James A. Arnold and Glenn H. Chappell, Trustees
of Estate of H. W. Reed, deceased « « « + + o « v + « . +» .1/2

Julian W. Glasa, Jr., Trustee for:

Eva Payne Glass

Ernest Frances Bradfield )

J\ﬂ.im w. Glaﬂs, Jr. ) - - - . - - Il . - L] . » » . ] * 1/8
Mary Harrington Hart , , , ., , . . . .. . ... ... ... 1l/12
Esther Herrington Putnam . ., , . . . . .., ..., .. ... 1/12
Williem Kettering Harrington. « « + « « + = o o s ¢ o & o o L/12
M' L' H&gan 4 ® ¢ @ & 4 # ® s+ 8 = & B3 & € B = = P = 8 s+ & > 1/32
Orie Price and Hazel Price . , o v o o « o « « « « s o » « » 1/32

George B. Dowell, Administrator of the Estate
of B, G. Dowell, deceased. . . . v v « o v o o o o &« « « « 2/32

Award of just compensation,
pursuant to Court's findings . . . . . . . $400.,00 . . . . . .$400.00

Deposited as estimated compensation . . + « « ¢ ¢ &+ ¢« « 4+ o « + « « 160.00
Disbursed to owners . « « v« ¢« ¢ 5 v © s o & « &« « nHONE
Balance due O OWDEYS « v « o & s « 5 s ¢ & & .$EOO.5O

Deposit deficlency « « v & v v & o = & o s o o 0 4 4 0 e 4 s s 4 e +PR0.00

11.
It Is Further ORDERED that the United States of America shall deposit

in the Registry of this Court in this Civil Action, the deficiency sum of $240.00.



The Clerk of this Court then shall disburse from the deposit for the
gubject tracts the balance due to the owners as follows:

James A. Arnold and Glenn H., Chappell,
Trustees of Estate of H, W. Reed, deceased . . . . . . $200.00

Julian W. Glase, Jr., Trustee for:

Eva Payne Glass

Ernest Frances Bradfield )

Julian w. Glaﬁﬂ } 4 Jrl ). - L] [ ] * . - L] [ ] [ ] » 50' OO
Mary Harrington HaArt . + ¢ o o ¢ o o ¢ « o « o « ¢ 4« o « 33.33
Esther Harrington Putn8m + o & v o « o« ¢ o o o o s o + & 33.33
William Kettering Harrington . . + +» « « « o & o & « « « 33.3k
Ml L. Hagan L - L] L ] [ ] . - - . . . - [ ] [ ] - » . - L] . - - L] 12. 50
Orie Price and Hazel Price + o« o « o o o o o s o » o o & 12.50

George B. Dowell, Administrator of the
Estate of B. G. Dowell, deceased « + « & o « o &« & o & 25.00

" /8/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
United States of America,
Plaintiff, 5
Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO. TL-C-313
46.25 Acres of Land, More or ILess,

Situate in Rogers County, State of

)

g Tract No. 304M
Oklahoma, and L. D. Eastep, et al., i

)

and Unknown Owners,

Defendants.,

1.

NOW, on this day of _ Yng .l , 1972, this matter

comes on for disposition on application of Plaintiff, United States of America,
for entry of judgment on a stipulation of the parties agreeing upon just compen-
sation, and the Court, afier having examined the files in this ection and being
advised by counsel for Plaintiff, finds:

2.

This Jjudgment applies to the entire estate condemned in Tract No. 30LM,
as such estate and tract are described in the Complaint filed in this action.

3.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject matter of this
action.

L,

Service of Process has been perfected gither personally, or by publi-
cation notice, as provided by Rule TlA of Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on
all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in subject tract.

2

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint herein

give the United States of America the right, power, and authority to condemn

for public use the property described in such Complaint. Pursuant thereto, on



August 26, 1971, the United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking
of such described property, and title to the described estate in such property
should be vested in the United States of Awerica as of the date of filing the
Declaration of Taking.

6.

Simultaneously with filing the Declaration of Taking, there was de-
posited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensation for the taking
of a certain estate in subject tract, a certain sum of money, and none of this
deposit has been disbursed, as set out below in paragraph 14.

T.

On the date of taking in this action, the owners of the estate taken
in subject tract were the defendants whose names are shown below in paragraph 1L,
Such named defendants are the only persons asserting any interest in the estate
taken in such tract. All other persons having either disclaimed or defaulted,
such named defendants are entitled to receive the Just compensation swarded by

this Judgment.
8.

On October 29, 1971, the owners of the subject tract and the United
States of America have executed and filed herein a stipulation whereby they have
agreed that the estate taken in this case expressly excludes all coal in the
subject tract and all rights for exploration, development, production and removal
of such coal., Such stipulation should be approved by the Court.

9.

The owners of the subject tract and the United States of America
have executed and filed herein & Stipulation as to Just Compensation wherein
they have agreed that just coupensation for the estate condemned in subject
tract is in the asount shown as compensation in paragraph l& below, and such
stipulation should he approved.

10.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the amount deposited
as estimated compensation for subject tract and the amount fixed by the Stipulation
a8 to Just Compensation, and the amount of such deficiency should be deposited

for the benefit of the owners. Such deficiency is set out below in peragraph 1h.



11.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the United States
of America has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public use Tract
No. 304M, as such tract is particularly described in the Complaint filed herein;
and such tract, to the extent of the estate described in such Complaint, but
a3 limited by paragraph 12 herein, is condemned and title thereto is vested in
the United States of America, as of August 26, 1971, and all defendants herein
and all other persons interested in such estate are forever barred from asserting
any claim to such estate.

12.

It Is, Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, end DECREED that the stipulation of
the partles, described in paragraph 8 above, to the effect that the estate taken
in this case excludes all coal and coal rights in the subject tract is approved.

13.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that on the date of taking,
the owners of the estate condemned herein in subject tract were the defendants
whose names appear below in paragraph lh, and the right to receive the just com-
pensation for the estate taken herein in thls tract is vested in the parties so
named.

1k,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the Stipulation aa
to Just Compensation, mentioned in paragraph 9 above, hereby is confiramed; and
the sum therein fixed is adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate
condemned in subject tract as follows:

TRACT NO. 30kM

OWNERS:
L. D. Eastep and
C. E. BEastep
Award of Jjust coumpensation
pursuant to stipulation . . . . ., . . $s62,00. ... . . . .$462.00
Deposited as estimated
compensation . . . .+ . . 4 r 0 e e s . «231.00
Disbursed tO OWNEIS . « « 4 + & 4 & s o + s « o « 4 o s + « o« « &+ « DHODE
Balance due O OWHETS & + 4+ + s o o o ¢ o o o s o s o o o » « o« + » $462.00

Deposit deflelency . + o« & ¢« & 4 o o o » « « $231.00




15.
It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the United States
of America shall deposit in the Reglstry of this Court, in this eivil action,
to the credit of the subject tract, the deficiency sum of $231.00, and the

Clerk of this Court then shall disburse the deposit in this case as follows:
To L. D. Eastep and C. E. Eastep, jointly, the sum of - - - $462.00.

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/e/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ThE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

TOP GUIDE, INC., g
PLAINTIFF, ) Ve
% 71-C-155
V&, .
) ‘L Ep
SUR OIL COMPANY, ) 81 g
e o
DEFENDANT- ) UJUHN HFoE mpj
+ S DISTRipT ca&é}}

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFE’S APPLICATION TO DISMISS
PLAINTIFF’S CAUSE OF ACTION
THE COURT HAS FOR CONSIDERATION THE APPLICATION OF
THE PLAINTIFF, ToP GUIDE, INC., TO DISMISS ITS CAUSE OF ACTION,
AND, BEING FULLY ADVISED IN THE PREMISES, FINDS:

THAT SAID APPLICATION SHOULD BE GRANTED.
IT IS, THEREFORE. ORDERED THAT THE APPLICATION TO

DISMISS PLAINTIFF'S CAUSE OF ACTION BE AND THE SAME 1S HEREBY

GRANTED AND THE COMPLAINT AND CAUSE OF ACTION ARE HEREBY
DISMISSED,
j ‘:;77"5@4/3‘ ﬂ
ENTERED TH1s _few£ DAY oF _FFEletl i , 1972,

@ﬂl‘% u’fin_‘j'ﬂin l,;'iw‘fi.n:ﬂ-.zﬁ.c-t-...sﬂ
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

S/



# THE UNITED 3TATES DISTRICT COURT PAR THY HOTIE RN
DISTRICT OF OKLANHCHA

STATE FARM FIRE & CASUALTY )
COMPANY, & foreisn insursnas )
cornoration, )
)
Complainant, )
)
Vs, ) Mo, T1-G. 287
)
FRED MaDOWALD and VIVIAN }
HMe DONALD, ) S T T ol
) : = Nomwons o &
Def ta., . -
endant ) AR ] tb&-
RN K. PUE, ¢
I i Vit r
STIPULATION OF DISMIBSAL WITH PREJUDINE 1o DISTRICY fi* R

Comes now the Plaintiff, through its attorney:z, Hest,
Sharp, Themes & Glass, and the Defendants, throush thelr attorney,
Jack Sellers, and atipulate that the above cantioned cause of

action be dismlssed with prejudice to,filiug a futura aqﬁimﬂyﬁbrﬁin.
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SRS ORDEER
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And now on this ;i day of Al y +UTE, there

came on for consideration before the undersipgned Judge of tihis United
States District Court for the Northern Distrliet of Oklanorz, stipula-
tion of $he parties hereto of dismissal, varties hereto having advised
the Court that all disputes between the partles have bDaen sottled.

IT I8 'PHEHRZFORE ORDERED, ADJULAST AND DECTLLED that the
sbove atyled cause bte and the same 15 hereby dlsmissed with prefudice
to the right of the plaintiff to bring any future action arising from

aald cause of actlon,

S
Judga



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELINE )
INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND, )
Plaintiff, )
) SO L
vs. ) No. 71-C-395 N
) WA by
HARBERT CONSTRUCTION CO., ) e
a corporation, ) IR I s BRI
Defendant. ) S DISTRIGT Do

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Now on thisé—{ day of W , 1972, Plaintiffs
Motion for Dismissal coming on ;f'or m an% counsel for Plaintiff herein

representing and stating that all issues, controversies, debts and llabilities

between the partles have been paid, settled and compromised.
IT 1S THE ORDER OF THIS COURT that said action be and the
same 18 hereby dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of another or future

action by the Plaintiff herein.

Allen E. Barrow, District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHFRN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE TOWN OF SPERRY. OKLAHOMA, ) _
A Municipal CORPORATION AND ) go0-Cou5
THE SPERRY UTILITY SERVICES ) B
AUTHORITY, A PuBLic TRUST. %
PLAINTIFFS, g
VS, % S L E D
UNION GAS SYSTEM, INC., A ) el e e
CORPORATION, g JUHN H. POE, Clork
d. S. .
DEFENDANT, ) > DISTRICT CougT

ORDER REMANDING

THe COURT HAS FOR CONSIDERATION THE MOTION OF PLAINTIFFS
TO REMAND. THE BRIEF IN SUPPORT THEREOF, AND, BEING FULLY ADVISED
IN THE PREMISES. FINDS:

THAT PLAINTIFFS’ COMPLAINT IS FOR A MANDATORY INJUNCTION
AND SEEKS NO MONEY DAMAGES,

THAT IN ITS REMOVAL PETITION DEFENDANT CONTENDS THAT THE
COST OF REMOVING ITS GAS DISTRIBUTION:SYSTEM WILL BE IN EXCESS OF
$10.000.00.

THE COURT FINDS, THAT IN DETERMINING JURISDICTIONAL
AMOUNT, SUCH AMOUNT MUST BE DETERMINED BY THE PLAINTIFFS’ COMPLAINT
AND NOT BY WHAT CLAIM. IF ANY, THE DEFENDANT MAY HAVE,

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED THAT THE PLAINTIFFS' MOTION
TO REMAND BE AND THE SAME IS HEREBY SUSTAINED FOR LACK OF JURISDICTION
AND THE CAUSE OF ACTION AND COMPLAINT IN THIS ACTION IS HEREBY RE-

MANDED TO THE DISTRICT CourT FOR TuLsA CouNTY, STATE OF OKLAHOMA,



ENTERED Tris 5 ony o Tt , 1972.

Ao

i

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKIANOMA

United States ol America,

Plaintiff,
VS,
Articles of food consisting of -

Approximately 30C cases of 12 packapges each,
article labeled in part (package) "Mama's Wafer

tix 7 0z. Net Wt. --- Baked for Mama Coockie Bakeries,
Inc., Tulsa, Ckla. 74106, Div. of Mickelberry's Food
Products Co.---," (case) "Mrs. Howell's 1 Doz.--- F: I L E D

" -
ana

Wafer Stix---,
Approximately 211 cases of 12 packages each

Article labeled in part (package) "Mama's Sugar
Wafers---10 oz. Net Wt.---Baked for Mama Cockile

Bakeries, Inc., Tulsa, Okla. Th1l06, Div. of Mickelberry's
Food Products Co.---," (case) "Mrs. Howell's 1 Doz ---
Sugar Wafers---,"

JOHN H. PUz, Cierk
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

et S S o N Nt Tt S St e P et N e el e S S el e et S et

Defencant.

DEFAULT DECREE OF CONDEMNATICN

This matter comes on for consideration, the plaintilf, United States
of America, being represented by Nathan G. Graham, United States Attorney for
the Northern District of Oklahoma, and it appearing that process was issued
herein and returned according to law, and that notice of seizure of the above
Gescribved articles of food was given according to law, and that no persons
have appeared or interposed a claim before the return day named in saic process,

IT IS, on this _ AeAe  day of March, 1972, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND
DECREED that the defaults of all persons be and the same are entered herein;
and it is furiher

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that thc articles of food so seized be
condemned as Torfeited to the United States, and that the United States Marshal
for the Northern District of Cklahoma do fortuwith dispose ol same by destruction
and malke return of hig action to this Court; and it is further

CRDERED that the United States of America shall pay all the costs

N

ol thils procecding.
—

Cooey Tt v

UNIUED STATRS DISTRICT JUOGH

CIVIL ACTION NO. T2-C-§

MAR 1-1972/
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